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INTRODUC'rION
in the heart of Newcastle-Upon-Tyne, a statue of Joseph Cowen,
M.P. for Newcastle from 1874 to 1886, stands, but few--very few--of
Newcastle's inhabitants have even the faintest notion today of who
Cowen was.
Despite this, during the second half of the nineteenth century
Cowen was regarded as the best known politician in Northern EnglMd,
a wealthy capitalist and nevspaper owner, and a leading financier of
Continental revoluti.onaries.

He first began his politic al career in

..

the 1840s as a political Radical..

Basically, he wanted a drastic

change in the map of. Europe according to the principle of national
self-determination, as it was then understood, and the creation of an
English democratic republic.

What distinguished Cowen from so many

other individuals with the same beliefs was his intense devotion to
the impl.ementation·of his ideals.

It vas first during the 1850s and

1860s that he had acquired a reputation as a democratic Republican,
a champion of the common man, and a first-rate orator.

~ong

his

friends were Mazzini, Orsini, Louis Blanc, Garibaldi, Kossuth, Kropotkin, George Julian Harney,

w.

J •. Linton, George Jacob Holyoake and

mai1Y' others whose names brought fear to the Establishment.

On

domestic issues, he vas one of the leading advocates of Parliamentary
reform, cqoperation, and various causes which.were Popular among those
ii

iii

of a Nonconformist background, such as the National Education League,
the Emancipation Society, and various temperance groups.
In 1874, he was elected to Parliament as a Radical.

Although he

never lost a Parliamentary election, he regarded his last contest during the general election of 1885 as

a failure.

When he first contested

for a seat in Parliament, opponents accused him of atheism and communism.

When he lef't Parliament, most Tories viewed him as they did

Roebuck at the end of his career:· a Tory in all but name.
While in Parliament, Cowen broke with Gladstonian Liberalism
on the Eastern Question, and the sharpness of criticism created a
rupture between Cowen and the Liberal Party which continued long after
the Eastern Question ceased to be <>f political interest.

Furthermore,

Cowen was one of the very few English Parliamentarians who championed
Ireland during the Liberal ministry of 1880-1885, and, by that time,
he had become one of the most persistent aild vocal critics of Gladstonian policies.
As Cowen became alienated from Orthodox Liberalism, he also
became entangled in a dispute with the Newcastle caucus, which had
appeared immediately after the commencement of that northern politician's
Parliamentary career.

The dispute·was largely because of ideology but

also because Coven realized he vas unable to controi the caucus.

Only

Coven's accident shortlT before the beginning of his campaign and the
hesitancy of the caucus· leadership prevented an open rupture during the
general el.ection of 1880.

In 1883, tbe caucus won a smashing vietory

iv
with John Morley as its candidate in a bye-election in Newcastle.

By

the time of the general election of 1885, almost all observers coneluded that Cowen had won re-election only because of Tory support and
that only the caucus candidate, John Morley, really represented Newcastle Liberalism.
The victory of the Newcastle caucus was not, however, simply a
local phenomenon.

Cowen, through bi.s newspapers and possibly through

his alleged financial support of candidates, was abl.e to dominate
politics in much of Northern England.

Furthermore, his reputation as

an orator and political reformer had made him into a figure of national

importance.

Thus, when the caucus eliminated all other "independent"

Liberals in Northern England during the general election of 1885 and
humiliated Cowen, it was virtually the end of a political era.
Unfortunately for

historian~,

both ni.neteenth-century "lives"

of Cowen are closer to hagiography than to history.l

Although a

biography of Cowen is needed, writing one would necessitate a decade
of research since Cowen was involved in almost every aspect of Radicalism.

Recently, however, much has been written concerning Coven's

revolutionary activities during the 1850s and 186os. 2

Yet, except for

lwilliam Duncan, Tbe Life of Joseph Cowen (London: Walter Scott
Publishing Co., 1904). E. R. Jones, The Life and SReeches of Joseph
Cowen 1 M. P. (London: Sampson , Low and Co. , 1M6 ) •
2'Peter Brock, "Joseph Cowen and the·Polish Exiles," Slavonic and
East European Review, December, 1953, XXXII, 52-69. D. F. Mackay,
"Joseph Cowen e il Risorgimento," R&ssesna Storie& del Risorgimento
(Rome, 1964), 5-26.

\
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Ostrogorski's discussion of Cowen as the champion of political freedom
against caucus despotism,3 Cowen's Parliamentary career has been virtually ignored by historians, including even H.A. Hanha.m and John
Vincent.

Therefore, it is the purpose of this work to examine the

Parliamentary career of Joseph Cowen, especially his struggle against
the caucus.

•

3M. Ostrogorski, Pemocr-.cy and the Organization of Political
Parties ( LOndon: MacMillan and Co. , 1902) , I, 231-240.

I.

COWEN E.iHERS PARLIAMENT

Joseph Cowen was born in 1831 at

Blaydon-on-'l~m~, <J. vill11r:~

outside Newcastle; he died in 1900, fourteen years after retirini< fro:n
Parliament.

Cowen was educated at a private school in Byton and later

at the University of Edinburgh, waere he distinguished himself as a
debater and interested hims·elf in Continental r_evolutionaries.
Interestingly, he did not graduate from the University.

His wife Jane

and his son and daughter are rarely mentioned during his political
career, but there is a strong feeling among.his descendants today that
his family life was unhappy.

..

·As the eldest son of Sir Joseph Cowen, he worked in his father'<.:
business, which he later inherited.

~is

father, who represented

~~,~·..·-

castle in Parliament from 1865 until he died in i.rn3, was a wealthy '•nd
respected mine-owner and manufacturer of

fire~bricks

and gas retorts.

Sir Joseph was knighted in the 1860s for his ·activity nn the River
Tyne Commission.

While working for his father, the younger Joseph

promoted revolution throughout 1\trope; one method he used was to
smu.ule revolutionary documents to the Continent in,shipments of bricks.
Eventually he acquired a reputation among Radicals as
ing

financier of Continental revolutionaries and

radical goals.

~s

TH~

lead-

a campaigner for

.aearly all the leading revoluti,onaries of the 1850s and

1860s' were in contact with Cowen, and many of ,,them even visited New-

castle to confer with him.

C()ntemporaries of Cowen mad~ various claims

i

2

as to his financial involvement:

that he financed one-half of the

European conspirators, that "for yea.rs [he] had snent two-thirds" of
his income financing left-wing Polish insurgents, and that Cowen
actually provided the funds for Orsini's abortive attempt to assassinate
iiapoleon III.

It is difficult, however, to document much of Cowen's

revolutionary support largely because that politic.ian, even as late as

1885, refused to disclose any specific information to his biographer.
Furthermore, after Mazzini's attempt to assassinate Napoleon III, Cowen
destroyed much of his correspondence with European Radicals.l
Nevertheless, certain generalizations are possible about Cowen
and Continental revolutionaries.

Cowen was most moved by the plight of

the Poles and Italians, and he regEµ"lied Mazzini as the greatest of men

and the revolutionary clos.est to hims«:tlf..

In ract, Cowen was greatly

..

influenced by Mazzini's empha.sis on rights and duties and rep~ated
many ot

t~t

revolutionary's ideas

througho~t

his political career.

Mazzini's letters, likewise,. reveal, a clt;)se

relationship

Cowen, who,a:fter the .Ashurst-$ta.nsfeld clan,

was

tant English financier and publiciS:t-.,2

with

!-lazzini's most impor-

Coven was also one ot the

lAaron .Watson, A New2a2!rM&'s Mpoirs (London: Hutchinson
J. Morrison D&.v14.aon, Emipent Radicals in
Parliament (London: C. J. Francis and Co., 1879), 41 .. , Stuart J.
Reid, ed., ~emoirs of Sir W~a Reid* l64g-1685 (London: Cassel and Co.,
1905), 47. Letter, Cowen tO: R. Jones:, June 2, _1885, Cowen Papers,
Newcastle Central Library, Newcastle, England," E8. A· large part of
Coven's correspondence was also d.estro7ed a.:f'ter his death by his daughter
Jane or was given to the paper drive during Wor1d War II.
2cowen, according to Davidson, believ~ Mazzini was "the greatest man," see Davidson, Eminent Enl!ish Liberals· (Boston: James Osgood
and Co., 1880), 52. 1'he Cowen-Mazzini,relationship can best be examined in the letters in the Cowen Papers and in Guiseppi Mazzini,
Scritti Editi ed Inediti (lmola: Cooperative Typographic Editorice, P.
Ga.leati, 1916-1922)~

and Co., 1925), 52-53.

3

Englishmen most intimate with Garibaldi and besides giving financial
support, Cowen was one of the few Englishmen who both planned Garibaldi's
"tour" of England in 1864 and understood the real reason for Garibaldi's
sudden departure from England.3
Largely as a result ot contact with Continental revolutionaries,
Cowen became a convinced Russophobe, and during the 1850s he denounced
Russia's evil influence in "our Court and in our Cabinet, as well as
the many other countries."

"The whole history of Russia," he said,

"from Peter's time til the present h&S been one series of intrigues."4
Undoubtedly, Cowen was influenced in his Russophobia partially by the
plight of the Poles but also by David Urquhart, who had his greatest

infl~ence within
England in Newcastle.5
.
.

Eventually Urquhart's ex-

tremism, anti-democratic opinion, an4. such nonsensical accusations as
the charging or Mazzini with being a Russian agent, alienated him from

Coven.

Yet throughout his 11te Cowen remained a Russophobe although

for a while he: had a fairly high opinion or Czar Alexander II.
Besides supporting foreign reYOlutionaries, Cowen believed

England should_ change its gOTerning.elass; and.he especially desired
the elimination or P&lllerston from goverrunent.

Cowen felt an English

democratic republic should replace ·the entire "rotten" existing system.

3Most of th~ iutormation in the Cowen Papers, A727-800, pertains
to this issue; see also A82i-27 and J'e-H;tt•:~May 14,. May 21, and Mq
28, 1864.

.

.

.

~3 ..
5John H. Gleasoa, 'rhe Ge sis ot
(Cambridge: Harvard Univ,t1reit1 Pr~aa,•1950

.

4cowen Papers, Al.SO and

hobia in Great Britain

,

4

Although he praised Robespierre, his ideal republic vas never the same
as that of George Julian Harney, since Cowen wanted in.the 1850s a.nd
1860s to combine the principles or the United States, which had

"good and cheap" government, with those of the Cromwellian Republic,
which had religious freedom and what Coven considered a glorious foreign
policy.6
Cowen felt it would be al.moat illlpoaaible to promulgate freed.am
abroad auccesaf'ully without first changing the existing English government,

This, he telt, could be accomplished best by widening the

auttrage, and, therefore, he helped organize reform leagues in the·
late 1850s and earl7 186os--a notable exception to the general political
le~a.ra

in England at this time.

•

Cowen &lao felt that the working.classes should be helped by
educational devices.

'rheretore, he helped establish the Blaydon and

Stella Mechanics Institute, which provided controversial reading
material and lecturers for the Tyneside laborers and was prominent in
the cooperative movement, which he felt would teach the masses how to
help themselves by understanding contemporary business practices and
the "state of trade."

Cowen also adllired the cooperatives' moral in-

tluence on the workers in that they prohibited the "banef'ul" system
o~

credit, which next to alcohol he considered the greatest enemt ot

6itePY.Rlicy Rt9or4. March, 1855. 'l'he Reason.er, January 13,
1856, See P1swle• Paar• ~ch 6, .1857. The Reuoner, May 27, 1855~

5

the working class.7
Although Cowen had little use for strikes, by no means was he a
defender of the capitalists.

He was most vocal in supporting the

Plimsoll agitation against the shipowners, whom he considered "the
narrowest class of men in the state," and he participated in settling
the famous nine-hour strike in Hevcastle in 1871 through a compromise
which was acceptable to both sides.

Cowen, however, always felt these

causes should be secondary to his foremost goal:
·"'·"
national self-determination.a

political reform and

By the end ot 1873, Coven was regarned as one of the leading
Radicals in Northern England.

His in:f'luence wa.s also increased not

only by his wealth but also by his;ievelopment of the Newcastle Da.ily
Chronicle and the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle into two of the leading
newspapers in Northeastern England.

His success with the Chronicles

followed his first experimentation in journalism with the Northern
Tribune &n:d Republican Record, both of which were complete failures.
When he purchased the.Newcastle Chronicles, however, he did not simply
emphasize Radical causes as he had done with the Tribune and Record;
he obtained the best possible joUJ!'nalists as well as givi.ng news space
TThe Reaso~r, Janu.ary 27, 1857, February 3. 1857, and especially
October 17, lS5a. Much or the activity of the Norther~ Reform League
in the late 1860s and early 1870s is reported in varie>us issues of the
i!e-Hive. Coven's views on cooperation are summarized in his speech of
April i§, 1862, before the Northern Cooperative Union, see B41; for the
most cleta.iled of Coven's speeches on cooperation see the Cooperative
!!.!!!,, A2ril 6, 1873 and April 18, 1873. .
·
·
·
CSCoven's speech of April 17, 1873, in Cowen Papers., Bl44. See
We.lter Arieytage, A.J. ~· 1825·l89I (Londo~: Ernest Benn Ltd.,
1951), 103-104, and JOiil ~tt,, The Hise Hours Movement (Newcastle,
1872). 71. .
"
.

6

to events such as sporting matches, which would attract the general
public.9

By controlling the•e newspapers, Cowen was able to increase

bis political power significantly since his newspapers could greatly
&id or hinder the success ot a Northern politician or a particular

cause.
B7 the end

or

1873, bOvever, certain important changes had

occurred wbic;:b altered

coven••

No lonpr was he a

pol.itical plans.
'

financier ot reTolutiona, since .. except tor the Poles, moat ot the

causes

or

European nationalist revolutioaaries had succeeded.

vaa dead, and Italy W!al tmi te4;

la~n

Mazzini

III had been overthrown, and

France was dritting toward a 4.emcratj..c repu'blic.

In fact, the only

proainent reTolutionary on f'rieadll'"t~ with Cowen at"ter

1873

wu

Prince Kropotkin, vbo wrote articles on Ru.s•ia tor the Dai!J C9f0aisle,

-ut it 1• moat improb&ble that COven ever financed any of bis activities.
COven had al.lo begu. to aepara'\e hiilselt' from the cooperative

a>v••nt, vbich

be telt .ba4 tiecome too protitt111110tivated and. more con-

cerned vitai creatiugprocluc8J'...codperatift• than consumer-cooperatives.
Oovea had also ceaH4 to Mke au actiYe interest in a;q. Republican

J110ftllent atter

isn

vhe» he Uaired a ..eting for Sir Charles Dilke,

a prmiQ.ent Republican. ·

or COW.a'• ~oner pOlitical allies were
"'9•o~at-4· Vi~ hilt.; ~· . .··11a4 Linton, with

By tM e-1 of

no

~r

closely

'

·1S'f3,

lll&IQ'

·c..1._,·

"

'

.

•cm,

'

•

. .

9for intormatj;oll;- -coweri• a ~. t.ctivtty, see Aaron
.39..
· , · •. • ·' _·. · · .
,

r

'!

.' ·••

Wat-

7
whom Cowen had quarrelled, had emigrated to the United States.

Holyoake,

who had been persuaded by Cowen not to participate in Cowen's father's
Parliamentary election in 1864, gave little help to Cowen, either with
the bye-election or the general election of 1874. 10

In fact, during the

period from 1874 to 1886, Hol.yoak.e's contacts with Cowen were infrequent.
On December 19, 1873, Sir Joseph Cowen died.

The Radicals had

to act almost immediately in order to ensure the nomination of the
younger Cowen to his father's position as M.P. for Newcastle.

Always

the younger Cowen insisted that he had accepted the nomination of the
Radicals, made on December 24--only five days after the death of his
father--simply because he would be the least divisive candidate.ll
MallY' individuals,
such
~ Joseph Cli'amberlain, were considering the
.
.

possibility of running.

Even John Morley informed Chamberlain:

"If

young Cowen does not want to go before the General Election, I sho\lld

not mind trying T.D:/ chance for the intervie\r."12

While, undoubtedly,

there was talk by the Radicals or nominating Lloyd Jones, a strong
cooperative supporter, 13 and by the moderate Liberals of nominating
Isaac Bell, a former m&y"Or, 1' Cowen had already had a secret

committee

lOJoseph McCabe, The Life and Letters or George Jacob Holyoak.e
(London: Watson and Co., 1908), If, 19.
. ·
llsee Cowen·'s eleetion speech of Decembe:t 30, 1873, in Jones,
33.
12r.etter, Morley to chamberlain, December 22, 1873, Chamberlain
Papers, University of Biradngham, Birmingham, Engl~d, 5/54/30.
13Hewcastle Daily Journal, January 21, 1874, which claimed that
Coven's entry prevented Lloyd Jones from being elected. This newspaper
will here~er be referred to as the Journal.
1 Jones, 32.

8
working for his nomination at the next general election, which was considered imminent.
In fact, betore Sir Joseph died, the Newcastle Daily Journal,
which was considered the more progressive of the city's two Conservative newspapers, claimed to have received by mistake some envelopes
which were to convey circulars &rmOWlcing Coven's candidacy.

The

Journal ridiculed Cowen'• insistence upoll him.self as a. reluctant candidate by pointing out that "be could hardly have a committee until he
had been selected as a candidate" unless he had secretly organized

this program.

When "A Lover or Fairplay" wrote to insist that the

envelopes were for the school bo&rc1 election, the Journal's editor
answered that this waa a possibilitt.15
The suspicions or the JOHpal, hoveTer, nre later corroborated
by a prominent Northern journalist, Aaron Watson, who was an intimate

or Coven's.

While at Coven's printing ottice some time betore Sir

JosePli's death, Watson claimed •. he h~ seen "a small phalanx or girls"

who were busily

ad~ing

to every Bewcaatle elector an

~tun'elope

con-

t&iaing Coven's election address, hie committee, and some miscellaneous
campaign literature.

The

pUJ'PO•••

accortiag to Watson, was to

be

pre-

pared tor the imminent dissolution or Parliament and the .expected retil'Qent ot Sir Joseph.

Althoqb · W&taon adlDi tted htt had no direct

proof that Cowen vas avve of' theae developments,. ·lie stressed that

I•

9
Cowen desired secrecy and subterfuge:
Mr. Cowen desired the glory of coming forward only in response
to public pressure. He said in his first speech as a candidate
that it was this public pressure t~&t had drawn him from the
quiet conduct of his own a.tf&irs.l
This curious quirk of coming forward only in response to public pleas
would be used by Cowen age.in in 1880 when he contested Newcastle after
intimating upon numerous occasions that he would retire.
With the nomination of Cowen and his acceptance. the ConserYatives
realized that they had a chance to regain the Newcastle seat. which they
had lost in

1848, largely by harping upon the theme that Cowen was an

extremist.

His past record was exploited ruthlessly by the Conserva-

tive press and politicians.
against political

orde~

He was accused of almost every crime

and religious practice and was charged by the

Jo\ll"Ml wit.h being "anxio\1.8 to subvert the existing relations of
society."17

Ho accusation seemed too ridiculous or frivolous.

A

"Jewish Elector." in a letter to the Journal. claimed that Cowen and

his newspapers "have on every occasion villified and scoffed at the
Jevs as a body • • • " 18 Catholics were duly warned by the Journal
that the "Pope never bad a greater ene~ than Garibaldi 9 and Mr. Cowen

is .Garibaldi's close triend.nl9 A fairly typical charge in the JournaJ..
l6fuon Watson. Ja.8-49.
l1.rour9!],. January l; 1874.

l·Ibid.
19fb~d •• January 12 • .1874.

10
was in an editorial which stated that Cowen had always been associated
with "a.theists, disloya.J.ists, and regicides. 1120

The most absurd

accusation against Cowen (among all the preposterous accusations) was
ma.de in a letter to the Journal by a person who signed himself "A True

Liberal.."

In his letter

or

Jariuary 9, this writer said that twenty

years earlier he had been arrested by the Austrian government because
he wore a "revolutionarr bat-similar in every way to Coven's."

This,

he said, must mean something to the "initiated. 11 21
From all

oi Coven's past

extremist activities, Conservatives

chose to emphasize primarily his advocacy of a Republic.

To back up

this charge, Conservatives could point not only to Coven's ·activities
during the 1850s, but also to bis
the 1870s.

~onnection

with Republicanism during

"The Republ.ican candidate," as the Journal described him,22

was criticized during the campaign tor his remarks in introducing Sir
Charles Dilke's Republican speech at Newcastle in 1871.

Conservatives

lashed out most of all, however, at the alleged endorsement of Coven

b;y the local Republican club (of which, supposedly, Coven was president).
According to the Jourw, the club passed a resolution "a month ago, to
the etfect that whenever a vacancy should occur in the repreae.ntation
ot Nevoastle, Mr. Joseph Coven shou.J.d be the nominee of that club." 23
20!!.!:S.. ' J &nU&l'".J

5, 1874 •

24bt!,l., January 10 1 1874.
.
·
2 e vu called this throughout the el.ection by the Journal;
e.g., see Journal, J$Jill&Z'7 14, 1874.
23Ibicl., Januarr 1, 1874.

ll

Not only did the Conservatives have the extremist tag to hang
on Cowen, they a.lso had the advantage of running the thoroughly
moderate and politically experienced Charles Frederick Ha.mond as their
candidate.

Even Cowen had to admit that Hamond, a barrister, had been

extremely active on the Newcastle Town Council, and he was well known,
having also run for Parliament in 1868 as an Independent.
liamond announced his intention of contesting

~ewcastle

When in 1873

in that year's

bye-election, the Tories, realizing the danger of splitting the antiCoven vote in a bye-election, agreed to withdraw their candidate and
eventually supported Hamond on the condi t_ion that he would not contest
Newcastle at the next general election if he were defeated.

llamond's

most important election assets were.his pro-Irish convictions, his
willingness to devote long periods of time to canvassing voters, and,
later, his speechm.aking. · Hamond was also intelligent enough to try to
appeal

~o

r.ioderate Liberals by taking a moderate stand on most issues

and by insisting that Cowen' s election would be a. di.saster for Newcastle.

He emphasized, for exuple, that although he admired Cowen .personally,
he f'elt Coven's "principles" as reflected in the !iorthern Tribune were

dangerous.

On January 12, he sa.id:

I hold in IJr1 hands the Northern T[ibW>.e• and I appeal to that
as Jltl' opponent's claim upon your suffrages. Infidelity,
Socittism, and Repu'blice.niSm,abound in it from beginning to
end.

24tbid., January 13, 1874.

12

He also stressed his past support of Catholicism and, on January 7,
stirred the Catholic fear ot non-sectarian education by suggesting,

"If they were Republicans, .if

~hey.w•re Soci~ists,

.ir they wished to

banish the Bible from their schQOla," tbel' should vote for Cowen.25
'

Within Newcaat.le, the Ce:tholic •ote was essentially an Irish

one which nwa'bered between l,~00· ucl 2 1 40«> votera. 26 Because o'f

Hamond'• . sympataywith
. tlae. 1ua ot. .._.
..
ported, on Jan\MU'y 2,
Buond. 27

.
a·~"

.

Ru.te, Coven'•
newspaper
..
,

re-

.

that tlae Irish.vote vaa to be sold to

E&rl.ier, .I9aac Butt bad inaiatecl that the Educational Ques-

tion and.other 1teil8

~be

au•rn.ent tC> Home Rule and that it the

Irish "did not s~pport·ne ceo4:14&~vho vent furthest for Home Rule

.

.

.

the7. wotµd. bring e.,..rlati.ng U.ap..- llpon. themselves ••• n28
.

Irish ot Kevcutl.e, at•
Bame Rule

.

The

'

••ti."g,Ja,nt1.ar12, were dissatisfied with the

explana.tt~nthOf' both Cowen and 'hMDd.29 Four days later,

hoWever, at a Rome a.le.meeting 111 a)lOttield, Phtlip Callen, M.P.,
said he bad. recei Yet 'C••n' a pleqe to. support Home Rule and hacl

ju.t

Nceived a tele~u d ~·._4
"4eelar1,ng hiuelt in favor ot it."30
'
.•
t

:.

'
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This meant, in effect, that the Irish could follow Butt's declaration
that if both candidates were equal, "every Home Ruler was left to use
his own discretion."31 On January 12, a Mr. Curran and Bernard
McAnulty, a. prosperous merchant, defeated a motion by Cowen supporters
at an Irish meeting in Newcastle to endorse Cowen; thus, the Irish remained officia..l.ly neutral during tbe campaign.32
on Hamond's platform

~

Currari had appeared

January 8 and 1ater justified this action on

the basis of Hamond • s triendliness toward Catholicism. 33 After the
election, Curran, in repl7 to taunts of "turn-coat," "traitor," and
"Hamondite," insisted Coven wo\11.d not have alloved him to "entertain
bis conscientious religious opinions."34
Conservatives also had the 11\ipport of many m(!derate Liberals,
publicans, and shopkeepers •. On December 31, about fifty persons had
gathered to discuss the possibiiity of running a more moderate Liberal,

but nothing came or it.35 At the time or Cowe~'s nomination, the only
prominent politician pr.sent vaa

Thomas

muth, vbo wu his campaign chairman.
Baauao~t,

~'u.stace

Smith, M.P. for Tyne-

.Besides Smith, 'onl.y Somerset

M.P. tor South BorthWll.Oerland, and James Stephenson, M.P.

for South Shields, were on eoVen's campaign ·commit.tee alt,hough occasionally J.

1871'.

w.

Pease, M.P. tor South Durham, would a.!so streBS t.he necessit.y
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of voting for Cowen.36

The person most conspicuously absent from the

list of Cowen supporters was the·M. P. for.Newcastle, Thomas Emerson
Head.lam.

'·

Cowenites, after the election, were most bitter about the

""'

.

large number of prominent Moderates who were among the chief financial
and political backers of Hamond.

On at least one occasion there was

an accusation, in a letter to the Chrpnicl.f, that a

Lib~ral

was help-

ing Tory canvassers.37
Cowen also had to race the opposition of various special interest groups.

The opposition among shopkeepers was due l11rgely to Coven's

close connections with the cooperative movement.

A poll revealed that

only three of the market butchers would vote for Cowen; this was unusual. since Liberals usually drew IDQ.l"e support from this quarter. ·

w.

E.

Adams, the editor of the Weekly Chronicle, claimed in a letter to The

Ti•s, that the "entire class ot small shopkeepers" was against Cowen.38
Unlike the opposition ot the shopkeepers, however, that of the publicans
toward Cowen was well organized.

Cowen did not champion the abolition

ot alcohol; but be stressed that the rate-payers, rather than the
appointed magistrate1, sbould "deal with the licensing question."
Coveu stressed that one or the major reason• why twenty per-cent of the
entire population vas relying upon public relief was the evil or intemperance. 39

36See Cgronicle, January 14, 1874.
371bid. .
38J§i Ti•a, J~ 15, and JanW1Z7 20, 1874. Journal, Jan\lllry
24, 1874
.·
.
.
. .
l9Joaeph Cowen, S ec a o Publi.
stions ·and Political. Poli
(Newcastle: Horth or In.gland. CooperatiV'fl team Printing Works, 1 1

58.
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Of the approximately 800 licensed victuallers, all but twentyfive or thirty were accused by Cowenites of using their pubs as Tory
headquarters.

George Jacob Holyoalte, in an article entitled "Gambling

in Politics," also emphasized that the Newcastle publicans used their
barmen as canvassers and their clog-carts as vehicles to bring friendly
~oters to the polls. 40 More than ezq other factor, the Coweni te:s

blamed the publicans tor the large nwaber

ot

votes against Cowen.

Immediately atter the election. on JUWU7 15, Coven proposed that in the
future the electorate •hould decide "vbethe~ they would ailow a mere
organized trade to dictate to them on questions affecting the welfare

or

the country."41 At an anti.publican meeting eight da;ys later, it

was decided that workers should baycptt any publican who was active

against Coven.4 2 One ot the.alleged re&aons tor the founding o:t a
L1'beral club in •••castle was to proTide a place where the working class
could drink beer aa4, thus, puaish the publicans :for past actions.
Besides all tbe problem.a teculi«r to Newcastle, Cowen had the
probl.ea 1'hich all Liberal• would soon race in the geaeral election:
detea4ing the actiC>P ot·tbe Gladstone administration, Which by 1871'

bad 'become rather stal•·

Concendngthe huge increase in Government

expeJUJ••• Coven adld.ttecl that the.•pendiag should have been reduced.

In llOSt cues, b.OwY_., he 191).titied himael.f cloeel.y with Gladstone;
u4 such .· ltate•nta as bta 4atense

40

·1e·

.·

.·
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"one of' the brip,htest pages in the history 0f

"1r.

Gladstone's Govern-

ment" probably lost votes.43
In spite of all these problems, Cowen was able to achieve victor;r
through hard work and common sense.

Most of Cowen's effort was spent

in addressing a series of meetings throughout the various wards of Nevcastle.

His speeches, though unusually long, were interesting; and he

would always answer questions from the audience immediately after his
speeches.
The major thrust of his speeches was an attempt to minimize his
Radicalism by claiming that many or his Radical beliefs pertained to
speculative questions rather than to practical questions, explaining:
"The former are st.ill subjects for ropular education, and, theref'o-re,
we don't expect them to be embodied immediately in Acts of Parliament."
The moderation Coven followed in all but one of his speeches was so
successful that the Journal charged him

wi~h,

in one sense, obeying the

apostolic injunction since he had become "all things to all men. 11 44
As an example ot his moderation, Cowen declared that although
he was for universal suttrage in theory, he would be willing to accept
a "reasonable lodger franchise."45

On January 12, in response to a

question, he admitted to being a Christian.b6 Although continuing to

support disestablishment of .the Church in theory, he denied it was a
practical question by claiming that most Liberals were opposed to disestablishment. 47

43chrpnicle, Januaey 4, 1874.
44cowen, 12. Journal, Januar1 3, 1874.
lt5Nwcaatl! Weii(i Chronicle, January io·, 1874.
will he~gatter be referred to as the W9e!q.Y Chronicle.
Chronicle, January 13, 187lt~
4 tweeklx Cbrop!cle, January 10, 1874 •.

This newspaper
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The issue, however, on which Cowen spent the most time stressing his moderation concerned his Republican sympathies.

Cowen, on

;anuary 12, denied any connection with the local Republican Club, and
said he had merely been informed that he be.cl been elected their
president.48

In fact, Cowen insisted he had no idea as to where the

elub was located.

A steady stream of letters to both the Daily Chron-

icle and the Weekly Chronicle from. members of the Republican Clul> also
stressed that Cowen had nothing to do with the club.49

Concerning this

issue, Cowen admitted in almost every speech to being a Republican in
theory.

He emphasized, however, that Republicanism would not be a

practical question for at least two generations.

a monarch who "had shown her wide

•

sympath~es

As long

~s

Victoria,

with the me.sses of the

people," remained iiueen, Cowen hoped that England would remain a
monarchy.50
Cowen a.lso denounced class warfare and stressed that he was a

large employer of labor and was "instrument&l" in bringing several
serious trade disputes to a aettleMnt.51 Moreover, while willing to
have government legislation protect women and children, he "bad no wish
to allow of too much goveriimnt-1 interterence ... 52 He also denied
being a revolutionary or destructioaist, asking, "Where have I ever
written or spoken one single word to warrant such an accusation?"53
48rbid.
49see Weekly Chronicle, January 10, 1814, and.Chronicle, January

14, 1874.

50chronicle, January 3, 1814.
51Ibid., January 13, 1874.
52Ib'fd., January 3, 1874.
53Cowen, 21.
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In fact, Cowen declared that Tory denunciations of his ideas as dangerous were very similar to earlier Tory denunciations of John Bright's
speeches as being too &dvanced.54
In his speeches, Cowen also denounced the Tories and equated
them with the forces of reaction and inaction.
he said, "we shall find a tyrant."55

"If we scratch a Tory,"

If' Ham.ond should be elected,

Cowen insisted, he would recognize as his leader Disraeli, "whose chief
claim to remembrance in this country is that he was the most relentless
and persistent advocate of the tax upon the poor man's bread."56

On

one occasion, Cowen devoted an entire speech to describing Tory discrimination against Catholics, Jews, and Nonconformists.57
Cowen, naturally, also stressed that he would help the Liberal
Government achieve "practical" reforms which "demand immediate attention."

Most important.were the extension of the county franchise and

the re-apportionment of Parliamentary districts, the reform or total
abolition of the game laws, and the abol.ition of the Criminal Law Amend:ment Act.

Great stress was also
placed upon the virtues of Gladstone
\.,

and the tact that Cowen woul.d give him loyal support.58
Cowen also criticized Hamond, at first for not addressing the
voters on the issues, and then for his inexperience in dealing with
national issues since "whatever other qualifications
54Ib:i.d.

55fbid. t 8.
56C'6.'r.O»icle, Janu.ry 9, 1874.

5~., Januaey 8, 1874.

~., January 9, 1874 ..

5

~.

Hamond might
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have, he did not possess a large amount of political knowledge."59

In

his orations, Cowen chided Hamond for making mistakes on matters of detail, such as his statement on the Civil List
Duchy of Cornwal1.60

He was charged by the

with receiving_f'300 from the Carlton Club, it.n accusation

which Hamond denied in a letter to the Chronicle.
by

the history of the

The Clu'onicle, with a larger circulation than the

Conservative papers, also tore into Hamond.
Chronicle

and

He was also identified

the Chronicle with "all the forces which hinder the progress of man-

kind" and was criticized a.s being "a man who has proven himself manifestly incompetent" for the position of M. P.61
Besides his personal activities .in the campaign, Cowen received
support from various groups and societies which endorsed him and
actively worked for his election.

Cowen was also endorsed by the Hew-

castle Association for the repeal of the Contagious Disease Acts, which
claimed that Hamond's election would mean approval of vice and the
":t"urther.degradation ot a poor, friendless, and unfortunate class of
your country women."62

Cowen.

Labor, generally speaking, solidly supported

On December 31, a meeting of the South Benwell and Elswick

Collieries "unanimously'' decided to support him. 63

On January 3, the

Trades Council for Newcastle and the area endorsed hiln.6 4

Burt, who

campaigned actively for Cowen, emphasized on Janua.ry.6 before the North
Yorkshire and Cleveland Miners that Cowen ''as effectively represented
59rbid., Jall;U&rl 13, 1814.
601bid.
..
61Ciir'Onicle 1 January 13, and January 14,
62tbid., Jsnual'7 8, 1874.
· ·
63tbid., JanU&J'11. 1614.
·
64w;r1z Cbl:"on1c1s 11 Je.nua.ry io, isri..

1874.
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Labour ••• as any man with whom he [Burt] was acquainted."65

At its

annual meeting on January 7 the Newcastle branch of the Amalgamated
Society of Tailors (more than 500 members) also decided to endorse
Cowen. 66
Cowen received nothing 'but praise from, the various temperance
societies.

At the annu&l testiv&l of tbe levcastle Temperance Society,

•

on January 1, speakers demanded that Coven should be elected by
thousands of votes and that the Good Templars would disgrace them-

selves if Coven were not returned.67

On J&r\u&ry 5, the Good Templars

met for the purpose of "adopting the best measures to secure the return
or Mr. Joseph Cowen to Parliament" and to best organize the lodges for
concerted action to accomplish this "8Qal. 68 On January 10, the United
Templars formally endorsed Coven.69

Undoubtedly, it was the extremism

of the temperance societies, rat}:ier than anything Cowen said, which
forced the overwhelming majority of the approximately Boo. Newcastle
publicans to react.

Approximately eight publicans, however, publicly

supported Coven; and at least three l.icensed victuallers were on
Coven's campaign committee.7°
There vaa &lao strong, though not unanimous,.Iriah support tor

Cowen.

In a letter to the

Q!tO!Qclt, L. A. Atherly Jones, a member of
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the Hoae Rule Association and aon of the great Chartist, pointed out
that no Parliamentary candidate in England could be as favorable toward Home Rule as U' he were betore

-.zi

Irish constituency.

however, urge Irish electors to vote. tor Cowen.71

Jones did,

An anonymous Irish

Catholic elector wrote to the C\!!'on&cAe that be would vote for Cowen
because he {Coven] supported a voluntart militia in Ireland.72

Irish

electors, led by a Mr. O'Hanlon and George Hill, also held meetings on
January 11 and 12 to pass resolutions supporting Cowen.Tl

t&Dt vaa the endorsement ot Cowen

by

Also impor-

the Irishman on January io.74

levertheleas, there waa cont'Wlion amoJ:lg the Irish; and after the election,
on January 29, the Home Rule Association tor the Northern area of England
resolved that, in the tuture, it Li1'eral and Conservative candidates had
identical positions concerniag Home Rule, then the Irish were to support

the Liberai.15
It is difficult to decide whether or not Cowen benetitted trom
one particular stratea:

the sending ot a pledge to all the electors

to sign ancl return a atuped, self-address.eel circular pledging support
to Coven.76

'l'be rationue behind this action was twotolcl.

First,

since there were 21,407 registered electors. it would have been impossible to canvaas them a.ll personally.

Second, as explained by

T. E. Slllith in a poat-.leetion speech, "There are a great number ot
people who b&ve an objection to canvaesing."

The recipient or a
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circular could either destroy it or return it, possibly with comme.nts. 77
This "card· trick" (as it was called by Coven's opponents) created a
controversy from the start.

Somehow, although dated December 26, the

letters had been sent before Cowen was nominated by any Liberal meeting.
Conservatives also argued that, in
the ballot.

et~ect,

it violated the secrecy of

The Standard, for example, claimed that it exposed "a

certain class ot electors to something like undue influence" and the

D&ity Tele4raph insisted that a person who feels compelled to sign the
Cowen pledge "and who reluctantly keeps his word has thereby been deprived of the protection offered by the ballot."

The Tories also

argued that a refuaal to return the pl.edge would be viewed by Covenites

as a hostile action.78

•

Undoubtedly, this hurt Coven's prest.ige throughout Engla.nd; and
such a device was never again attempted by him.
l)O&aible that

m&ny'

Nevertheless, it is

voters who might have been hostile toward Cowen for

some reason signed the

p~dge

and, not understanding the secrecy of the

ballot, felt that they had committed.themselves.

Throughout the elec-

tion, the Conservative papers carried articles and letters to the
editor vehemently stating that the pledge was not binding upon voters.
Arter the election, the Joprpal, in an analysis of the, election returns, cl.aimed that although 350 voters broke their pledges to Coven,
Jl&rQ"

others retrained troa doing so only out ot fear that their pledges

11ror Smith's speech aee C!![oeif:*•· Janua.ey '27, 1874.

78vor t~se anc1 <>\her excerpt•.
eow-ant. January '2'. 1874.
.

.rom £ngl.1s·h newspapers

see
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might be produced against them.T9

In a letter to the editor of the

Journal, an' Elswick voter stated that be knew "several people" who
would have liked to have voted for Hamond but who felt bound

by

thei~

previous pledges to Cowen.SO
The election was held on Janua.:1:7 14.

Although Cowenites were

disturbed that the polling date had been set for a weekday instead or
a Saturda.y, the weather was ideal. and,. therefore, conducive to a·good
turnout among the lower classes.

hrthermore, many factories closed

at noon; and, according to The Ties correspondent, "a great mob or
working men voters" vent to the polls.

Tbe·correspondent also noted

that "very great excitement prevails ill the town," that cabs were "used

t'J"ee}1' on

bOtb'~ sides,"

and that botl:t the publicans and Coveni tea were

striving to get electors to vote.

The

correspondent also declared that

in his opinion moderate Liberals gave Coven "heartier assistance than
vu anticipated. n81

The final vote ahOwed.a Cowenvictory_of 7,356 votes to 6,353.
Since the ballots in the voting.boxes were dumped together before being
counted, it is impossible to make any definitive generalizations which
mi.gb.t

prove how the ten varcls were influenced by religious, economic ,

or class tactors.

Both

'mt

ft.a.• aacl the Journal conclu4ed that Coven

von Elswick. Ward; 'l'he 'lifl!s fel.t th•t Coven also won All Saints and
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Westgate though the Journal conceded him only dyker in addition to
Elswick.82

Also noteworthy is the fact that more than one-third of

the registered voters, some 7,698 of 21,407, did not bother to vote.
But the most surprising thing about the election was the closeness of
the result.

Certain Liberals viewed the election as a great victory.

The Daily News, for example, claimed Newcastle was a "decisive Liberal

victory. 11 83

Sir Wilfred Lawson, in a speech at Paisley on January 19,

insisted that Coven's election was a sign of an anti-publican reaction.8 4
Views such as these, however, were rare.
Typical was the explanation of the Radical Examiner, which
called the election a "remarkable manifestation" of Conservative reaction,85 and the statement of Aaron Watson, who claimed the closeness
of the election was "the last straw that broke the camel's back. 11 86
Perhaps the best example of the reaction of ·the Government was the com-

ment by W. E. Forster on January 26 at Bradford:
.••• it was not good news that they had received from Newcastle
• • • • Mr. Cowen was returned by a much smaller majority than
the Ministry could have liked. That was the whole ·secret of the
dissolution, which had surprised the people of Bra.d,ford and most
other people so much. The real reason why Mr. Gladstone asked
his colleagues wbeth8r they would assent to a dissolution, a.nd
why the Cabinet did assent to it unanimously, was that they were
tired or those single defeats which had taken place.87

~2The Times, January

15, 1874 • .Journal. January 17, 1874.
8~b&U1 ifews as quoted by Courant, January 23, 1874.
a.. 9Jl£oaicl.e, January 20, 1874.
85!JW.ner, January 17~ 1874.
86A&ron Watson, A Grtft Labour ~ader (t,ondon: Brown, Longham,
. · . .
and Co. A 1908), 138.
oTcoyst, Janual"1 30, i874i s-. also Chronicle, January 27, 1874.
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Gladstone, in his memoirs, did not mention Newcastle by name, but essentially supported Forster's statement by writing, "The course of the byeelections had, I believe, sufficiently shovn that the course of the
Government va.s declining or lost.
prominently into notice."88
speaking publicly

i~

But this subject had not been brought

Twel.ve years after the event, Hamond,

June, 1886, said that Gladstone told him the Cowen-

Hamond contest in January, 1814, "caused him to dissolve Parliament, as

Mr. Coven had only saved the seat by the skin of his teeth in one of the
most Radical boroughs in the kingdom."89
Coven, in his victory speech the diQ".arter the election, blamed
the publicans almost exclusively for the large number of Tory votea.90
The Chronicle, by what one historian•calls "a complicated juggling.of
figures, "91 stressed tbat only 2 ,000 of Hamond' s votes were really 'rory,
while the remainder were due to Hmnond's personal following and the bebavior of the publicans ("one of the darkest spots in the election contest").

The Chronicle also claimed that the choice of a Wednesday for

the election ef'fective].y "disenfranchised about one-thousand workers 11 92
who were out of town.

Perhaps the best quasi-official Cowenite explana-

tion for the closeness ot the election can be found in a January 16
letter of W. E.

Ad~,

the editor ot the Weekly Chronicle, to The Times:

88Gladstone Papers, British Museum, London, ADD MSS 44791, f. 148.
89courant, June i8, 1886.
90chronicle, January 16, 1814.
9~\i,i.ll.iam Maehl, "The Liberal Party a.nd the Newcastle Electio~s
ot 1874," l>&ham Univeraitz Jownal, Vol. 51, 1965, 154.
92Chronicle, January 15, and. January 11, 1874. Since many workers
lived around mines outside Newcastle d\U"ing trhe week, they probably would
not be able to travel to an.ct: trom le'6'C&atle in time to vote.
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It must be remembered, too, that the defeated cR.Ildidate ~as
favoured with the influence and support of the beer interest.
Again, Sir Joseph Cowen, the late member, was a gentleman who
enjoyed the support of all classes in the borough. Against his
son, the present mettiber, on the other hand, all manner of local
and petty pre.1udices were aroused. He was denounced as a
Republican, a Communist, and an Atheist. The freemen, the Church
party, the Catholic party, and the entire class of small shopkeepers • • • were arrayed against him. Never was the party and
personal a.Dtagonism more spite:fu.lly or vindictively exhibited,
than against the Radical candidate.93
·
The press throughout England viewed the election as at least a
moral victory for the Conservatives.

Occasionally they made the mistake

of '!'he Times, which viewed the closeness of the election as a result of
Coven's being a fol.lover of the Dublin Association, and thus being "cut
adrift from the anchorage of common sense. 11 94

To a lesser extent,, the
•
SJ>!ctator blamed Coven's views on Home .Rule but also added his sympathy
with Continental Communists as another reason for the closeness of the
election.

Most Conservative newspapers, including those of Newcastle,

viewed the election as a kind of moral victory although they regretted
that the nev M. P. might be an agent of English Communists, Republicans
or trade unionists.95
Alm~•

immediately

a~er

Coven's victory over Hamond, Gladstone

dis~olved Parliament; Coven, after claiming he would not seek re-election.96
vas again nominated by the

~evcastle

Radicals.

election was not very strenuous for him.
9~e Times, January 20, 1874.
9 Ibid., January 15, 1874.

This time, however, the

His election address, issued

95~a swnmary or vario~s newspaper articles on the election,
see Cour2!t, January~,, 1874.
~ ournal, January 2-6, .1874•
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on January 24, concentrated almost

exclusivel~1

upon the supe:-iority

and virtues of Gladstone and the potential evil of Jisraeli.97

His

speeches of JanuarJ 26 and 30 also generally supported the Gladstone
'.;overnment, especially concerning Gladstone's promise to abolish the
income tax.

Cowen's only obvious difference with Gladstone was his

claim that Gladstone was "scarcely orthodox" on the religious question.
On January 31, Cowen again emphasized that he virtually repudiated any
.·extremist philosophy by promising to be bound by the will of the
majority, of whom ninety-nine per-cent "were perfectly contented with
. the institutions we ha.ve, 11 98
$1;~0

Although T. E. Smith, on January 26,

pleaded with the electors to forget Coven's extreme views of the

·t'a5,os, 99 these views were rarely under serious at tack largely because
t11it•tories felt tnat they had a chance of defeatinP: the senior Liberal
"

, ',-l

)>f·-:. P., Thomas Headlam, and no chance of defeating Cowen. 10

°

Conse-

the Tories primarily stressed the need to plump for Hamond,
gain their nominee. 101

~~11• ~~~·

Tne Journal, for example, declared that

contest lies less between Mr. Hamond and '.1r. Cowen" than be-

tweeu ijamond and Headlam, who "represents nothing. 11 1° 2
,~,.'

.

Thomas Headlam was an Anglican and a landowner who was generally
I

viewed. as a Whig.

In 1848, he had defeated the Tory

~.

P. and had since

• 91'1!his was published in an advertisement in every issue of the
ChrPA'f~~uri~g the election •
. .; ; ~onicle, January 27, and February 2, 1874.
·,;~f'.'~,~ ~-d., January 27, 1874.
" ::I , · ,e Tories simply dismissed Cowen as someone who would follow
Gl&4s:\one, ~hndly, but they realized he was assured of re-election.
,;' l&"lf~ Chronicle, January 28, 1874, for Ha.n:ond' s election address.
l~Jel,lrnal, February 3, 1874.
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sat for Newcastle.
moderation.

His major eaphasis was upon his past record of

He had probably assumed that at the next general election

he would be able to cooperate with the Radical candidate, despite the
fact that he was not on Coven's election committee, and win easil.J'
over the Tory.

During the campaign, his speeches generally praised

Cowen and urged Liberal unity.103
From the beginning Headlam had a number of strikes against him.
First, he had insutficient time to organize

~

campaign properly, and

unlike Hamond and Cowen, did not have a ready organization or a newspaper to represent his cause.

Thus, he vas unable to canvass the voters

and had to rely upon a series of public meetings which would be reported
at length only in the Chronicle. HeMlam. e.lso failed to obtain the
endorsement
of the
Home Rule Association, which on February l endorsed
.
.
both

~oven

and Hamond.10 4 . The Good Templars, on Februarf 2, objected

to Headlam's views on local option and, atter rejecting an offer from
Hamond to be absent frOlll Parliament during a temperance vote, decided
to plump.- for Cowen. l05
conformists on January
satistactorily. 1 o6
Free~n;

Headlam had met 'with a deputation of Non-
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and had failed to answer their questions

In tact, Headlam was promised: support only by the

he vas unofficially endorsed by the licensed victuallers and

.officially endorsed--el.ong with Cowen--by the Secretarie• ot the Society
'

\
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for the Repeal of the Contagious Disease Acta~I07
The Radical attitude toward Headlam was muddled.

On January 24,

Coven's former committee met and decided to support Cowen for re-election.

According to the ghronicle, the Radicals, although very suspicious

of Headlam, decided against reprisals and ma.de overtures to the Moderates

which failed to evoke much response •ince only six or seTen attended the

In the CBfopicle or January 26, the correspondent

Moderate meeting.ioa

writing "Local C".ossip" declared that Liberals should accept only those
two candidates chosen by the Liberal meeting of that day, and should

ignore all othera. 109 At the meeting, only Cowen and Headlam were
nominated--ss was expected--vith everyone satisfied that one Moderate
and one Radical were chosen. 110 . Th~s, essentially, was the result. or

an agreement between Coven and Headlam, as a result of 'their meeting
in London, that the Liberals should nominate both a ~1od.erate and a

Radical which would thus help reduce the animosity between Moderates
and Radicals in the bye-election.ill On January 27, a number of Radicals met to discuss tbe possibility

·or

a second Radical catldidate,

such as (according to Coven's t.eati~111-later) Joseph .chaaberlain.11 2
'l'be onl.y·prominellt Covenite wbo later a.4mitted endorsing such a view

.

.
:; « ' .

..
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was T. E. Smith; 11 3 the idea was abandoned though, according to the
Chronicle, because of the lack ot sutticient time, the feeling that
neither Moderates nor Radicals should monopolize the Liberal party,
and the fact that Headlam had promised to support the Glad.stonian
program.114
After the election, Saith and Coven both tried to explain what
Smith insisted that he had been unable to attend the

had happened.

meeting but had written strongly to Watson "deprecating any alliance
which could not be cordially accepted by the bulk of Mr. Cowen'•
supporters."
Swan, R.

s.

Cowen insisted that only the actions of John Cameron
Watson, and Dr. J. H. Rut.hertord prevented the making

..

another choice.

or

Nevert.heless, although the Radicals refrained t'rom

nominating a second Radical, they were ta.i from happy with Headlam;
and Watson later revealed that he tried to convince Head.lam to let some
other Moderate contest Bewcastle.115
The Chronicle's attitude to'W'ard Headlam was inconsistent.

On

January 29, it declared that Cowen was assured of re-election; and,
conse,~ntly,

Libera.ls should support Headlam since "there is not a

single point on which Mr. Hamond ca.n advance a claim to the preference
of Liberals." 116 On January 31 and Ji'ebrua.ry 2, however, the Chronicle
placed a huge "X" next . to Cowen' s name and in regular print merely

ll.Jir. I. Smith's letter of' Febnary l()" 1874, in the Journal.
February+2, 1874.
ll4cbroniele., Januar.r 28, and Jana.ry 29, 1874.
· l15&@ilcie, February u. and Mil' l, l8T4; Journal, February- 12,
1874.
116Chronicle, J'anual-:r 29. 1874.
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announced that those wishing to vote for Headlam could place lln "x"
next to his name as well.

On February 2, the Chronicle devoted two

lead articles to the course or action Newcastle Radicals should pursue.
It stressed that "it is just possible to be too certain of success"
since "many or Mr. Head.lam's friends are determined to plump for him,
and it is no less a tact that they have begun to boast that he will be
at the top of the poll."

The Chronicle also declared:

first, that if

Headlam and Ramond went to Parliament it would be. even worse than if
Cowen.and Hamond were elected; second, that "the Licensed Victuallers
and other bodies" had endorsed Headlu and Hamond; and, third, that
many or the Moderates were among Cowen's most bitter enemies in the

recent election.
least

or

Consequently, "it•is not unreasonable for some at

Mr. Cowen's f'riends to give their entire support to him as

counterbalance to the coalition or the friends of Messrs. Hamond and
He&dlam." 117
The same confusion was also evident among Cowen supporters.
Throughout the campaign, Cowen rarely noticed Headlam's existence.
the initial. Liberal. meeting on January 26, R.

s.

At

Watson and C. M.

Palmer had stressed the need ror Liberal wiity. 118

In a speech at

Borth Shiel.cis, T. E. Smith had predicted "e. wal.k•Yer" tor Cowen and

Hea4.JAm.ll9 At a Cowenite meeting January 30, Thomas Gregson had
auceessful1y carried a pro-Cowen and -He&cll$Dl resolut1oo;l20 at Headlam: meetings, the Ra4ical. Sva.n and the Moderate Counciller Dixon,
J&ll\UIL.rr.·
lll~Ibi4.,
l
.. · llt
. an.d I. Februa.ry 2, 18T4.
. Ibid., Janli&rt 21, 187...
119Journ{L]., J&11\IUI 27, l8T4 .•
l20§i0Dl«i1e •. J~ 31, lBTl&.

h&!i
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resolved to support both Liberals.121
blems almost from the beginning.

Nevertheless, there were pro-

On January 27, the day certain

Radicals met to discuss the possibility of a second Radical candidate,
the Journal claimed, "every street corner and workshop was eloquent
vi th fierce invectives launched against t.he conduct of the party
leaders; and Mr. Cowen himselt came in for a full share of tne denunciations for wanting to sell his party in order to save his own election expenses."

Further, according to the Journal's account, anti;;;.

Headlam placards appeared in Coven's committee rooms, and even

Co~en

was "no longer able to restrain the zeal and indignation or his party."122

The Journal of January 30 also charged that Radicals."at one time" are
urged to split for Headl.am by a plad'ard9 "and before the ink is dry
out comes another placard from the same shop enjoining the same class
of voter to plump ·ror Mr. Cowen, otherwise the Radical cause will be
~laced in serious danger."123

.on January 30, at Coven's major apeech at the Town Hall, various
placards, according to the Chronicle and Journal, showed a large "X"

next to Coven's name and only a small "x" next to Headlam's. 124 More
significant was the speech of T. E. Smith, which immediately preceded
Coven's.

Smith ridiculed the Moderates tor their accusations against

Coven in the tirst election and their later appeals for unity.

He

claimed that Headl.am vu "weak-kneed" (politically) and that "they
should so endeavor to giTe their Totes

~t

their·friend Mr. Coven

121.Ibid., January 31, and FebrU17 3, lBT4.
122
I.
.
.· J'ourna.l, JanWU7 28, 181...
123tbid.' J&nU&r7 30, 1874.
l24C'iir0nicle • February 2, 1874.
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should be placed in a substantia.l majority at the top of the poll-(enthusiastic cheering)--and that Mr. Headlam should beat Mr. Hamond
by as small a majority as they liked."

It is true that Smith also at-

tacked Hamond and stressed that Hamond's election would neutra.lize
Cowen's, but his not-too-subtle request for plumpers certainly had an
ef'fect.125
As the campaign progressed, it became more common for Headlam

supporters to decry anj' split with Cowen or even to blame the source
of these "rumours... on Hamond canvassers.

Headlam, at a February 2

rally, claimed that he .had seen placards in some wards advocating a
Cowen plump and in other wards adTocating a Liberal split.

When he

questioned Cowen about this matter, 'Cowen disavowed knowledge of the
placard.a requesting plumps and promised that the Chronicle of the following day would endorse a Liberal split. 126

On election day, the

Chronicle's leading article was entitled "Liberal Union ...

Advanced

Liberals were urged first to "secure their own candidate and then to
secure the candidate or the Moderate section of the party • • •• "
Emphasis was placed upon forgetting previous Moderate support ·of
Hamo.nd (although the victualler.a' and Freemen's support or Headlam

was again mentioned); and a large "X" was placed next to the name of
both Liberals. 1 27

The final result was 8,464 for Cowen; 6,479 for Kamond; and
5,80T for Headlam.

Although there were 5,131 splits between the two

~;.
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Libera.ls, Cowen received 2,594 plumpers while Hea.dl<im received only 333.
Thus, if only 673 of Coven's plumpers had split with
Liberals would have been elected.

Headl~..m,

both

Obviously, the Radical abstention

from voting for Headlam was responsiblte for Hamond's victory and, naturally, this required a.n explanation from Cowenites.
To Cha.mberlain, writing in the Fortnigl1tly Review of October,
1873, the Radicals of Newcastle preferred "the success of a Tory to the
return of a mere Whig." 128 Percy Corder, the biographer of R.

s.

Wat-

son and a prominent person in Newcastle politics during the 1880s, said
Headla.m's loss was due to his inclination "to take things easy.u129
Evan Jones, one of Cowen's biographers, blamed Headlam's "Whig proclivities and over-confidence. "130 "
Otller Liberals were shocked that a Conservative had been returned
by .Newcastle to the House of Commons.

The Pall

~1all

Gazette, for ex-

ample, in an article entitled "Liberal Disunion,"· commented on Coven's
treatment of Headlam:

"Such

a combination

of dictatorial arrogance and

flagrant bad faith gives but a poor promise of that united action by
1'hich ve a.re told the lost battle is to be won another d&y."131

John

Bright snubbed Cowen as a resultl3 2 and recommended strongly to Watson
that the formation ot a new Liberal organization in Newcastle was
128Joseph Chamberlain, "The Next Page of the Liberal Programme,"
XCIV (October, 1874), 412-413.
't!!Tercy Corder, Robert Speece We.tson (Newcastle: Headly Bros.,
1914) t 208.
.
130E. R. Jones, The Lite r.d Sg!!Cl!e1Jof Joseph Coven, M.P, {London: Sampson, Low and co.,
39.
13lp$J.l MILll. Gazette .. quoted by the Journal, February 17, 1874.
l32Francis W'. Hirst, Earll Life and. Letters of John Morley (London: MacMillan, 1927), II, 144.

Fortni~t~ Review,

iaat; ,
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necessary to coordinate future strategy.133
Conservatives a.greed with the Pall Mall Gazette that Cowen was
the primary factor in Headl.am's defeat.

The Courant of February 6

labeled the Chronicle's inconsistent policy toward Headlam as the prima.ry factor for the Cowenite plumps.

The Journal, in a number of issues

after the election, also claimed that Cowen could have saved Headlam
had he really desired to do so.134
Headlam blamed the loss exclusively upon Cowen and his supporters
in two very critical letters which he sent to various newspapers; he
even pa.id the cost of inserting one in The Times as an advertisement.135
Headlam claimed that Coven had requested a Moderate-Radical alliance
shortly after the bye-election

vhil~

Headlam was in London.

Headlam in-

sisted that after the joint meeting of Liberals, "Cowen and his friends"
be.came jealous of Headl.am's strength; and the speech of T. E. Smith, on

January 30, "treating me with derision and contempt" was the result.
Headlam also ob,,ected to the Chronicle's lea.ding article and letters to
the editor which advocated Cowen plumps.

"Strong remonstrances against

this line of conduct were made by some of my friends, and some change

was in consequence made in the tone of the article on the day of the
election," he wrote.
cal effect."

"It was, however, too late to produce any practi-

In concluding, Headlam stressed his conviction that his

.
l3Jrt. s. Watson, The Iiationa.l Liberal Federation From Its Commep.cement to thg General Election or
.(~ndon: T. F. Unwin, 1907), 5.
See also Watson's claim that the Newcastle Liberal Association was greatly
indebted to Bright tor his advice on the necessity of establishing an
association; see Chro9iele, January 11, 1881.
134eourant, February 6, · 1874. Journ.al, I<'ebruary 13, 1874.
135see The. Ti1.11es, February 12, ia1~.
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defeat was "due entirely to the jealousy- felt lest

I

should be at the

head of the poll, and to the advice given and conduct pursued to prevent such a result."

When Cowen

~enied

that any instructions had been

issued to carry out Smith's request for plumps, Headlam insisted that the
"natural presumption" would be to implement the suggestion of the chairman ot Coven's committee.

Furthermore, Headlam said he had "reason

sufficient to convince me that

dtrectio~s

to that effect were given"

and that by reading the Chronicle, one would obviously see that Cowen
and .Smith had broken their election promisea.136
Coven's public reaction was to claim he was effectively neutralized by Hamond.

He also said he regretted that the candidates had not

cooperated more closely and hoped tba.t in the next election. things

voUl.d be different.

Concerning Headl.am's l.oss, he tried again to use

the publicans as a convenient scapegoat by claiming that Headlam had
mistakenly assumed that the publicans would.support both him and

Hamond.131

In his victory speech on February

4, Cowen declared Headlam

bad been "absolutely betrayed .. by the publicans and said that if the

Radicals had realized this, "then they might have helped more."138
PriT&tely, Cowen we.s upset both by t}lia simplistic explanation and by the
election result.

Even hia own newspaper admitted the absence ot publican

political actiTity on election day.139

In a letter to Chamberlain

(who bed requested plumpera the evening before his contest in Shef-

f'iel4), Coven complained, "The Loudon papers did not understand the
Headlam's
letters
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merits of our contest. 11 140
After Headlam's first l.etter, Cowen not only denied the major
portion of Head.lam's accusations in a public letter of February 10, but

he shi:fted the bl.a.me for the l.oss to He&dlam himself.

The major factor,

according to Coven, was Headld'•J;ailure to express an opinion on the

"He leant first on one side and then on the other,"

controversi&l.issues.
wrote Cowen.

"With one hand be sought to secure the support of the

publicans

Moderate Conservatives, and with the other he hoped to

and

secure the support of the Radic&l.s. ::'Thia trimming policy failed."
Coven also charged Head.lul with "tailing to make sufficient exertion,"
with being unknown to moat electors, and with overconfidence.

Cowen

also emphasized th&t hi& attempts ta' persuade Headlam to work harder
vere treated "with inclifference" and that another Radical, he believed,
would have been victorious.

In concil,Jding his letter, Coven claimed to

bave been one of He&dlaa'a pluapera.l~l
On the sw

da.7 9

the Cb£08icle published a letter from T. E. Smith,

who criticized HeacUam's "supineness" and "penuriousness" in tme contest.

At a

Fe~ruar;r

20 meetin1 tor the fol'JIUltion of a.Liberal Association, he

criticized Moderate conduct in the bye-election and ridiculed the prediction b;y a Headlam supporter tbat a tutu.re reaction in favor ot Headlaa would result from his sbabb7 tree.tment by Cove;iites.

ins"ad that vith Hea4.la•a

~teat ,
-~::·

~... ':,

'

Smith insisted.

t.bey. were rid ot an "incubus."
··:;~

Sm1 th,

like Cove'1 and Watson,, alao a~-resse4 ~~ Head.lajf!i~ reli~d. upon sp~its
-:~:'

1 ~tter. CoVclA to C1'alnbel"la1~~"'·;.b~,~
Papers, ~{18/l.
, . ,. .
·

1

qaroeic1f•

1•~ 14. '1874,

f8T4, Cham~rlain

eo~. February 13, 1874.
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from both sides, the implication being that he was not really a Liberal.
Nevertheless, Smith also insisted he had voted for Headlam for the
first time in order to help Gladetone; but since one more Liberal

M. P. would have made no ditf'erence, Smith declared he was indifferent
concerning the loss. 142
The most interesting and revealing of all the expianations given
for

H~adlam's

deteat.vas th&t ot R.

s.

Watson.

Watson replied to both

~

ot Headlam'• letters, empha1izing that no.promise had been made to
Headlam.

He alleged that Headlam was both lazy and cheap and had won

the last three previous elections only through Radical support.

Watson

insisted Headlam had become such a stranger to Newcastle that he had
imagined that working class constituencies "were like the old middle
class constituency to '\lhich be had once been acceptable."

He al.so

agreed with Cowen that if two Radical.a had run, they would have won-

even in spite of Head.lam's also contesting Newcastle.143
Watson never retracted these allegations, but he did later
change his account regarding the instructions given concerning Cowen's
In his first letter to Headlam, Watson denied Headlam's charge

plumps.

that "directions bad.been given to carry out the advice tendered on
Saturdaq and Mond&\Y'•

That is exactly the reverse of the truth."144

Later, in bis Remigacences, Watson gave an entirely different explanation.

On the evening before t.be poll, Watson claimed he met with Cowen

l~c1.., Februar;r u, &nc1 P'e~ 21. 1874.
l ~id., Febru:r,r U, February 16, and May' l, 1874.
1

11

f6id., Febru&.1'J' 11, 1874.

.
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and Rutherford in Coven's private newspaper office and after a long
discussion, "it was ultimately agreed that I should send out instructions to all the captains of wards that they were to insist upon splitting throughout."

On election day, Watson received complaints from

certain ward captains who insisted that voters refused to split because
"they had received instructions not to split."

Watson, confused, went

to the Elswick Ward polling booth, where pitmen rejected ois plea for a
split, saying, "Split, hinney, never" since they knew Cowen wanted their
plumps.

Watson never understood what had really happened until the

Master of the Workhouse, about a year later, explained it to him.

Wat-

son relates:

..
[The Master said,] "You have written letters to the pa~ers stating
that to your certain knov1edge the votes had been honestly and
loyally split between Coven and Head.lant. ifow this was not the case.
The night before the Election, a~er midnight, I received this
'Private and Confidential letter,'" and he gave me a letter. I
forget whether it was signed by Cowen or Dr. Rutherford, but it
stated that the Captain woui~ have got no doubt fr~m me instructions
to split between Cowen and Head.lam, but the matter had since then
been gone into very carefully b~ Cowen, and he had decided that
tnere was to be no splitting.145
Watson's experiences were essentially confirmed by.both the
Chronicle and the Journal.

T'ne Chronicle of February 4 related that

in Elswick e.nd westgate wards nearly all the Liberal votes were Cowenite
plumps until the afternoon when Liberal.a, at the strong urging of

145R. s. Watson, Reminiscences (unpublished, n.d.), 125, Watsc;m
Papers, private possession of W. B. Morrell, London.

--
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Cowenite representatives, began to split for both Liberals.

The

Journal of February 4 also claimed that the Cowenite policy was to ask
for splits only in certain districts; undoubtedly, the others such as
Elswick received secret instructions V'hich countermanded any public
order. 146
The obvious question is:

vby vaa

Cowen so evasive?

The answer

lies partly in the tact that Covenitea at tirst boasted they would
obtain 12,000 pledges ot support by U&Ddoning canvassing by mail tor
personal canvassing.

Arter the election, "Local Gossip" in the

garonicle claimed that the results

or

a canvass showed the closest

"agreement between votes and promises" in England.1 47 If this is true,
it is obvious there would have been-no hope of 12,000 pledges; and Cowen
had undoubtedl;y become worried.

In addition, contemporaries of Cowen

stress his vanity, and it is obvious he hoped to head the poll.

There

is some evidence that Cowenite. supporters on January 24 sought a rapport
with the Moderates, and that they·. tailed tor some reason.

nevertheless,

the attitude or the Chronicle and of T. E. Smith left no doubt that

Radical.a sho\U.d plump tor Coven.
The election did shov the power of Coven and the Chronicle not
only in Jiewcutle, but throuahout Durham and Northumberland.

In certain

areas, such u North Shields and Tynemouth, the Liberal. nominees were
"UDOpposed.

In Morpeth, Thomas. Burt bad only token oppoaition; ·coven

41
not only spoke on his behalf but had the Chronicle raise a good portion
of his election expenses.

It is also noteworthy that Sir Charles Dilke

sent Cowen a financial contribution for Burt (rather than sending it
directly to Burt) , and Cowen himself' contributed ~100 toward Burt's
expenses. 148
The most important election, besides Newcastle,

in which

and his newspaper played a key role was in North Durham.

Cowen

According to

the Chronicle, the sitting members, Sir Hedworth Williamson (a Liberal)
and Sir John Elliot (a Conservative), h~ made a secret deal to prevent

Charles Mark Palmer, a prominent capitalist $J.lld Radical, frqm entering
·the race.

Williamson, according to Palmer, had threatened to withdraw

if Palmer contested the area.

Palm&r, according to the Chronicle,

realized that his running would not increase the total number of Liberal
aeats and thus decided not to run in the race.149

On January 26, an

anti-Williamson meeting was presided over 'by Colonel John Coven, the
brother of' Joseph.

Throughout the meeting, speakers consistently

praised Coven vhile malting derogatory remarks about the "Whig" William-

aon.150

Shortly thereatter, Williamson withdrew from the race, and both

the Chronicle and the Jglirnal agreed that it was the result of the
ChroaJ.cle's attack on him. 1 51

Almoat immediately, Palmer, vho had

meanwhile entered the race, was joined by Isaac Lowthian Bell, a Moderate;

and both Liberals ran a united campaign..

Cowen S:t>Oke at least four times

l48Letter, Cowen to Dillte, i~oveU.r: 17, 1873, l>ilke Papers, a~itisb
Museum, ADD MSS 43910._ f. 1T3. ~on Watson, A Grstt Labour Leader
(London: Brow, Langbaa, and Co.; 1908), 137. · Approximately every
other isC\le ot the C!!£2Riil:t would liatcontr,ibutors f'or .Burt.

1 9cnronicl!, January 28, 1874.
,
.
150Ibid., Ja.muu"1' ~. 1874.
,.
. ·
l5libic1., Januaq· 30; 1874; Jouraai,, January 30, 1874.
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on behalf of Bell and Palmer.
to their speeches

an~

The Chronicle also gave full coverage

attacked in every possible manner Elliot, as

well as his new ally, R. L. Pemberton, who had previously decided to
contest the area as a.n Independent.

The Conservative press tried to

emphasize the connection between the Horth Durham Liberal candidates
and Cowen.

'rhere were consistent 4enunciations of' the chronicle by

both ConseM"ative candidates, and El.liot even went so far as to threaten
a lavsuit.152

Pemberton, especially, contended that the Liberal candi-

dates were really Cowanitea and promised that "Never, as long as he
lived,

would he associate himself with Mr. Cowen.-"153
As a result of this opposition, however, Cowen and his newapaper

became extremely powerful in Northern England, partly because Bell and
Palmer were victorious.
the area politically.

Yet two events prevented Cowen from dominating
The first was his breakdown in heal.th, which

lasted until late 1875, and prevented him from doing anything except
giving occasional speeches.

The second was the formation of a Liberal

Association in Newcastle which was not under the influence of the ill
Coven.
The need for a Liberal Association in Newcastle had been stressed
before Head.lam's defeat.

Immediately a.tter Coven's victo17 in the. bye-

election, the Chronicle stated that the "one thing" upon which everybody
agreed as the need· tor a Liberal Club.

On February 14, the Chronicle

claimed that the founding of a.new Liberal. Club should ensure the

l5~iole, January 31. :l"ebn.a.ry 6, and Februa.ry 9, 1874.
15

ournal, February 2, and February 14, 1874.

s~cesa

of anyone "fighting under Liberal colours. 11 154

Watson, who considered

himself to be the real founder of the Association, saw a double impetus
behind its foundation:

first 1 the desire for such an organization

among certain ward captains during the general election of 1874--undoubtedly some of whom were given conflicting instructions concerning
plumping; and, second, the concern expressed by John Bright to Watson
about the outcome of the Newcastle general election.155

At the Asso-

ciation's first organizational meeting on February 14 1 major emphasis

vas placed upon the need for a club in which the workers could drink
beer and thus minimize the political innuence of the publicans.

Mr. McKindrich was elected temporary secretary
a meeting of·T. E. Smith, R.

s.

Wat~on,

and

A

instructed to call

and various other

Liberals~

On March 20, another meeting was held which was presided over
by '.C. E. Smith.

Smith, besides attacking and ridiculing Headlam 1

emphasized the need tor

a "permanent

and d'i.lrable" organization.-

Among those who were appointed to the committee to draw up rul.es and
a constitution for

R.

s.

Watson, J.

c.

the

Association were T. E. Smith, G~rge Luck.1ey,

Swan, James Craig (a future M.P.) 1 Dr. Rutherford,

T. Y. Strachan (a Head.lam support.er), Thomas Gregson, and others.
March 30 a •etiq presided .over

the

by

Councillor Dixon assembled to bear

committee's report on the rules ud. constitution.

.Association was to be

bas~

On

on the Y&:td.

In brief, the

!he Executive Committee was

r•brue.ry

. l.54c~ntcl.e, J~ 26, and
14, 1874. The thronicie
also co~ iiumerotaa letters to the editor urging such a course of
action.
·
,

155cm;on1c4e, Juuaryl.3, 1874, uclJanuary ll, l.880.
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to consist of the officers ot the Association and four elected representatives from each ward.

The General Committee was to consist of the

entire Executive Committee, plus representatives from each ward varying
from eight elected by St. Nichols to sixty elected by Elswick.
From April 29 to May 29 meetings were held in all ten wards.

At

each meeting, members were elected to the Executive and General Committees;
and at nine of them R. S. Watson, who later claimed to be the "Father of
the Association," was the chief speaker.
how

At these meetings, he explained

the Association was to work, .and he often praised Cowen.

He also

stressed the need for electing a second Liberal M. P. at the next·
election, raising money, registering voters, and electing Liberals to

local. o~tices. 1 5 6

•

Although Cowen and Watson continued to praise each other after the
election, a

r~rt

the high cost
e.lwa;ys

or

soon developed between them over what Cowen considered
Watson's managing his campaign expenses.

Coven·va&

extremely frugal and rarely spent any money on his personal need.a.

According to Aaron Watson, Cowen was shocked vb.en R.

s.

Watson spent at

leaat.fl0,000 on the election and "complained that his seat in Parlia-

ment doubled his domestic expenditure."

Although Aaron Watson exaggera-

ted by saying that after the general election Cowen and Watson were
"never friends again," ·the evidence indicates that

Aar~n

Watson was

correct in qu®ing Coven's complaint that his seat in Parliament doubled
his domestic a"xpenditure and that it was impossible "to pardon this great

l56All the abo~ information was obtained through the Chronicle,
Februry 14, 1874, J'•bru.&17 21,-1874• March 21, 1874, ·April 30, lBTG,
Mq l, l8T4, May 14, 18T4, Mq 15, 181'\, Ma.,;r 20, 1874, ~ 22, 1874, and
May

30, 1874.

outlay. 11 157

Publicly, R.

s.

Watson stressed the need for the Liberal

Association to raise money to pay the future expenses of a Liberal
candidate.

He also declared that Cowen had never complained about the

election expenses.

"Such a question of cost," he said, "was of no con-

sequence to Mr. Cowen-as liberal and generous a man as ever bree.thed. 11 158
In his Reminiscences, Watson revealed that there were "heavy expenses"
during the election but claimed that Coven's "own cashier attended to the
money matters," and that "a great deal" of the expense was due to the
publishing and distribution of about twenty-five to thirty thousand
copies of his speeches among the public.159

Watson did not' openly admit

this as a factor in his later brealt with Cowen, but it was undoubtedly
a source of irritation to both men.

•

Thus, Cowen had won two electoral victories in extremely trying
circumstances.

In the bye-election Coven was accused of sympathizing

with almost all that was evil, and the closeness of the election results
vas viewed as a manifestation or a Conservative comeback.

In the

general election, Cowen did not have to campaign strenuously, but
immediately &f'terwarda he was accused ot being primarily responsible
for the loss of a Liberal seat.

As a resUlt of

~he

strain, Coven

su1'fered a breakdown and attended Parlil!IJllent only occasionally until
the Yery end of 1875.

In the meantime, a Liberal Association indepen-

dent ot his control was formed.

Me!!Oirs

157 Chronicle. Janl&&l'Y' 11, 1881. A. Wat~on, A l¢ews:paper Man's
49 .'
·
·
.
.
158c~onicle, April 30, .a,nd Mv"'l5, 1874. .•
l59it • Watson, !!!J!tni.s£!ne••• 1?5·

II.

ACQUIRING A NATIONAL REPUTATION

Until the spring of 1876, Coven had voted with the Liberal Party
in House divisions, but because of his illness he had rarely spoken or
accomplished anything of importance.

During this time 9 'Coven became

disillusioned vith the House ot Commons as a place to aecomplish anything.

On June 24, 1876, he wrote to Chamberlain concerning the House:

As a club, it is most enjoyable. As a place for·use:ful public
work, it is most disappointing. The time wasted in effectual
attempts to accomplish some usetul project will surprise you.
Some people don't :feel it so much but, having been accustomed
to see some speedy results from any public efforts I might have
engaged in, I !et dissatisfied With wasting weary hours and
·
doing nothing.
Nevertheless, Coven took his Parliamentary responsibilities most
Mtrioualy, and between 1875 81ld 1877 he participated in more divisions
than any other M.P. :for

No~huaberland

or Durham.· In 1878, although

he was .ill during mu.ch ot the session, Coven's attendance at divisions
was still third best among the tw!lnty-five M.P.s representing North-

Wlberland and Durham. 2 The correspondent tor the Co'i.u'ant, the Newcastle paper most hostil• to Cowen at this time, remarking on the
seriousness with which Caven took his work, wrote that Cowen was "alv&1'8

1chaa0erlain Papers, 5/19/2.
2chronicle, Augut. 16 • 1816. See WiUiaa Duncan, The Lite o:f J.
Coven . (London~ ~al.t~ Scott Publishing Co., 1901.t), 95. See also
Parliee\m' Butt !eS$• as quoted by tb.e Cou.ryt., Bovember 22, 1878.
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to be found in his place" and was willing to assist anyone, even nonconstituents.3
What made Cowen famous and, according to Justin McCarthy, "at
once won him the name ot an orator," 4 however, was his speech in
Parliament on March 25, 1876, opposing Disraeli's Royal Titles Bill,
which would bestow upon Victoria the title or .Empress of India.

Coven's

speech was especiaJ.l.y striking in that it was given after all the Parliamentary leaders had spoken--a violation or tradition in the House of
Commons.

In brief, Cowen cl,aimed Disraeli could have used better

arguments to support the creation of the new title.
he predicted that if the traditional title of

and

the "tawdry, commonplace,

~ueen

\fore important,
were replaced by

~g9.r designation of Empress," then the

Conservatives "would soon find that the superstition of Royalty had no
real hold on the people of this land."

Cdven also disagreed with the

Conservative claim that the title of Empress would not be used in
England; he insisted that in time the "inferior" title of Queen would
yield to the title ot Eapress.5
· · The eftect ot this speech was tremendous.

Gatborne Hardy, the

Secretary ot War, said it "electrified" the House.6

Immediately after

Cown sat dWn, Monty Cony, Disraeli' a chief aide, brought a meaaage

tr.Oil the Prime Miniater which aaid, "Words vould tail me to tell you
;3cov~t, April 13, 18TT.
43~t McCartb.J' I ~ ijiatorz 2!

n
1891), II, 512.

5areat llrit.aili,. ·..3.. ,

McCU'th)', A ·HrUsr•
.
'··.

·:'

,.

·

'l!\!@s ., (Nev York: Harper Br.os.,

.
.· ·
'e ~~Hl;

50l-509t hereaete.- olt-4:·.,.
'

2m:

'

Ji
·.·
'· • : '
{.

l)ep..tea,
. ·
.
.,

CCXXVIII ( 1876) ,

48
how much I admired your splendid speech."7

Moreover, Cowen informed

watson the next day that many Tories complimented him on the speech
and insisted they supported the Government motion only because of
"party discipline."8
Although The Times was somewhat moderate in its praise of Cowen's
speech, the Manchester Examiner telt the speech was "a thorough, and
even a great success."

The Dailz Neva claimed the House was filled

suddenly with M.P.s "who had been brought i,n from the lobbies by the

rumour that a great speech was being delivered. 11 9 Cowen's :f'riend Henry
Lucy, a journalist and an M.P. at the time, insisted that among M.P.s,
"the chief prise of the session belongs to Joseph Cowen, an award made
by universal- consent. 1110

Gladstone; according to William James, M~P.

tor Gateshead and a Gladstone confidant, also found Cowen's speech
"remarkable."ll

Robert Lowe praised the "eloquence and force" of the

speech and claimed that when Disraeli's speech was compared to it, "it
was like listening to the lispings of the nursery. 1112

Among the newspapers which especially praised the speech was
the Radical Examiner.

Collllenting on the speech, the Examiner concluded,

.. Mr. Coven's chances ot future success 'in Parliamentary discussion are
all the stronger bec&"1Se, we understand, that the language of his speeches

1R.S. Watson, Reminisetnces, U4-15. Watson also claimed Disraeli
compliment,to be taken tongue in cheek.
Letter, Coven to Watson, March 26, 1876, Corder, 215.
9eoven Papers, 1112.. For other excerpts from the press concerning
Coven's aeeech see Chrgg.&cle, March 24, and March 25, 1876.
lUJienry Lu.cy, Dl!Fl ot Two Pa.rliaaents (LOndon: Cassell and Co.,

meant

th§

1886)' J.68-69.

llR. s. Watson, !fsniscences, 115 •
. 12Arthur Patchett Martin, Lite and. Letters of the Rt. Hon. Robert
Love, Viscount SherbrOOke (London: LcXagmsns, Green and Co., 1B93), II,

461.

is unprepared. 111 3 This belief in the spontaneity of Cowen's speeches,
however, was unfounded.

Actually, Cowen's speeches were carefully pre-

pared and were submitted to the press even before they were delivered,
so as to ensure publication.

Tim Healy related th11.t Cowen "used to

maintain that preparation was the best compliment
to an audience. 11 14

a

speaker could pay

Even Cowen commented, in a speech in September,

1882, "There is an absurd belief' that oratory is intuitive and that
eloquence

co~s

naturally.

There never was a greater ·delusion.

These

accomplishments have always been the work of' prolonged study."15
The speech seemed even more remarkable because no member of the
Government tried to refute tt.

It must be remembered, however, that

the average Englishman found it extremely difficult to understand the

•

Northern dialect, an oratorical·device·deliberately cultivated by Cowen.
Disraeli made several ref'erences to this fact.

A.ccording to T. Wemyss

Reid, a prominent journalist, Disraeli replied informally to a question
coQcerning his opinion of Coven's speech:

t•m sorry I can't answer your question. It is true that a
gentleman whom I had never seen before, got up on the opposite
side and made a speech which seemed to excite great enthusiasm
in a certain part of the House; but, unfortunately" he spoke in
a language I haci' never heard and I haven It the slightest idea
·in the world what he sa.id.16
1 3Examiner, April 22, 1876.
14Tim Healy, Ltttera ool Le!A!E! of

My

Day (New York: Fred.

Stokes Co., 1929), I, 175.

15Jones, 439.

16stuart J. Reid, ed~, MelllOirs
(London: .Ca.Hell and Co. , 1905) " 45.

or

Sir Wem;rss Reid, 1842-1885

·

---
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Sir Charles Dilke quotes Disraeli as saying:
I am told that we are blamed for not havinr put up a

to
answer Cowen. How could we? I came into the House while he was
speaking. I saw a little man with one hand in his pocket, and
the other arm raising and waving uncouthly a clenched fist, making
what appeared to be a most impassioned oration. But I was in this
difficulty, I did not understand a word of it. I turned to my
colleagues and found that they were in the sa.Ine position. We
could not reply to him; we did not understand the tongue in which
the speech was delivered.17
·
~1inister

Even Gladstone, according to W. H. James, admitted that for the first
pa.rt of the speech "he could not tell what language he
speaking and could not make a word out."18
rel~ted

~owen]

was

Percy Corder, likewise,

an incident in which one M.P. commented to another M.P., a

.Northerner, about Coven's speech, "Here's a bal'barian on his feet.

-

Cane and interpret for us.

11

.

Some individuals were even convinced that

Cowen was speaking in Latin.19
The most importa.nt effect of the speech upon Cowen, himself, was
that "it shows my old confidence has nearly returned.
nervous as I was."20

I am not now so

From this time, Cowen emerged as a leading

Liberal orator; and naturally his views on the.Bulgarian agitation,
which developed in the summer of 1876, were noticed.
One other important effect
t•tion •t gave Cowen.
of tbe Lett.

Sir

or

the speech was the national. repu-

There was much talk. of·Cowen's becoming a leader

Wi~red

Lawson, for example, called Cowen "one of the

l7stephen Gwynn and Gertrude Tuckwell, The Lite of the Rt. H9n.
Sir Cbar!fts ii'. Dilk.e (London: John Murra,., 1917), I, i§t.
I .s. Watson, Reminiscences, 115.
·
l9corder, 214.
2C>tetter. Coven.to J. c. Svan, Mareh,26, 1876, Mary and Emily
Svan, John Cameron S!;ae: (Hevca.8tle: Hea4le1 Bros., n.d. ),96.

--
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most remarkable men with whom it has been iny privilege to be acquainted,"
"thoroughly well informed," and "original. in his ideas."

Further, Law-

son said he "always had the idea that he [Coven] was the very man to
lead the Radic~l Party, who I think, have never had a re:\l lee.der."21
Referring to c·owen, 'r. B. Potter, M.P., informed Joseph Chamberlain,
"We have no better man in the House or Commons. " 2·2

neorge Otto Trevelyan

wrote that Coven was "very well thought or in the House of Commons,
and is growing quite a.n authority, and most certainly a. favourite. 11 23
Various news!>f1.pers a.I.so claimed Cowen would be the head of a new
party.

The Examiner, for example, on April 22, 1876, said:·

Many of the inde~endent members of the House of Commons below
the gangway are strongly of the-opinion that a distinct radical
party-an extreme left--ought to be formed and that Mr. .roseph
Cowen ought to take leadership of it.24
On March 31, 1877, the Examiner_emphasized Cowen's popularity in the
House and the strong possibility of his becoming "a kind of power

among the independent members."~5
2lr.a.wson, 101.
22Letter, Potter to Chamberlain, June 26, 1876, Chamberlain
Papers, 6/4B/2.
23Lett.er, G.O. 'l'revelya.n to Walter Cavalry Trevelyan, July 27,
1877, Walter Cavalry Trevelyan Papers, University of .Newcastle, Newcastle, England_, 34. 'l'his contradicted al.mOst completely the letter
ot Morley to·Chamberlain, February 3, 1877, which claimed bOth Trevelyan and Stansfeld considered Cowen "the most unsatisfactory politician
·in the hpuse," Chamberlain Papers, 5/54/156.
24Examiner, April 22, 1876.
25~., Ma.rch 31, 1877.
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Four months after the controversy over the Empress of India
Bill, the English public became concerned about 'furkish atrocities
against rebellious Boznians, and, until early 1878, the Eastern Question
remained a major political. problem.

was overwhelmingly

ant~~Turkish,

British public opinion at first

but when Russia intervened openly in

early 187T, English public opinion became increasingly divided, especially
ll'hen Turkish resistance had virtually collapsed by the end of 1877.
in the English Parliament, there was much confusion..

With-

In general, the

Conservatives were -more prone.to support Turkey and the Liberal.a more
willing to trust Russia.

Although the Disraeli Government was Turko-

phile, ·Lord Derby, the Foreign Minister, leaned toward compl.ete non-

..

intervention.

Disraeli, on the other

~and,

was largely responsible

both tor ID.gland's rejecting the Berlin Memorandum or the Three
Emperors' League and for. her scm.ding the fleet to Besik.a Bay, both

or

which actions were viewed as EAglish attempts to bolster support of'
Turkey.

Cowen, l.ong a champion or national. self-determination, at first
&711Pathized with the inbabitants or Boznia.

all¥ been a Russophobe·because ot' the Russian

Although he had traditioncr:ishi~g

of Poland and

Hungary, Cowen by May, 1876, cSeclared that Russophobia and the days of
•n like Lord Dudley Coutt.s S~ua.rt and David Urquhart had passed. 26

Instead, Coven Vas

C0~04trned

with the possible danger ot English inter-

vention to support Turk•J through a surprise move by l>iaraeli.27

'

On·

53
July 14, Cowen, along with Chamberlain and Bright, took part in a de-

putation organized by various peace societies to

re~uest

ment to refrain from interfering in defense of Turkey.
prominent part in

~he

the GovernCowen played no

deputation but was satisfied with the pacific

assurances of Lord Derby. 28

In tact, in August the "London Letter"

even criticized Gladstone fDr advocating the continued existence of
Turkey instead of preferring that she perish, as Coven would have
vished.29
As Balkan events became more alarming during the late summer of

1816, Cowen was recalled

by

his constituents from a holiday in France.

On September 30, at an open meeting in Newcastle,. Cowen praised the
Bulgarian agitation as similar to tllat of the Poles.

In his speech

he also praised Gladstone, denied that a changed Russia with its
praiseworthy czar still desired

Constantinople, advocated a quasi-

independent Boznia.-Herzegovina, and insisted that "the continuation of
the Turkish Empire in its present form would be a scandal to civilization and an outrage upon humanit7."30

Compared to many other speeches

on this topic, Coven's was quite moderate.

Most periodicals and news-

papers, including the cwant, had some praise for it, and the Examiner
considered it "an exceedingly able review of the Eastern Question as a

vhole."31 On October 18,, at a banquet tor a Nonconformist clergyman,
28I'bid., July 15 1 1876. The Timea, July 15, 1876.
29ehi"Onic!! , August 2, l87t •.
30Cbroniole 1 October 2, 1876. ·
F•br11ar19,1.811. lzaldner. October 7, 1876.

31C0iipt.

--Cowen compared the Bulgarian agitation to that of the Vaudois and
emphasized the successfulness of Cromwell's demands and the fact that
these demands were "couched in a very different spirit from the halfhearted and hesitating remonstrances" addressed by Lord Derby to the
Sultan.32

Even as late as January 27, Cowen was still criticizing

Disraeli for sending the tleet to Besika Bay and for refusing to sign
the Berlin Memorandum.33
Toward the end of 1876, however, Cowen began to moderate his
enthusiasm concerning the agitation.

In early December, Cowen refused

to attend the pro-Bulgarian conference at St. James Hall because he
felt. the meeting was "inimical to the national interest" and might
"endanger the desirable settlement

ot attairs

on the Continent ... 34·

On January 2, Cowen vrote Dilke, :since you left England We have ta.lked
about nothing but Turkey and Russia,

I have not been able

the MuscoTites so strongly as some of our ·rriends. 11 35

t~

go in ror

At the end of

January, he spoke to a Newcastle audience and explained his revised
viewpoint.
marks:

The speech summarized all the traditional Russophobic re,.. '
.
if Turkey were not maintained, tor example, there ~uld be no

. che<?k upon Russian expansionist schemes, which would eventua.lly include
the acquisition or lndia fros England.

He 'a.lso explained that the

maintenance of Turkey was essentit.l.ly the same policy which. had cost
,,tTO million and thou.Sands or lives during the Crimean War.
3~onicle, October 19, 1876.

Cowen also

.
.
.
3
o'.Pic1; , January 29 • 1877.
31'see '!;he }2•il.x Zt;Lcatttdh t>ec~'ber 6, 1876, as quoted by G. Carslalte Thompeon, M*11L'l-!1if21 &n£1..·.Ier8 lf!&eonst'1eld, 1875-1880 (London:
, 1ji.
McMillan and Co., lml 9
..· ·
.
35DU.ke Papers, ADD MSS i.3910, r. 173.
r

'
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claimed that Russia had no right over Christians in Turkey proper and
that Russia should abandon any warlike plans and concentrate upon
internal reforms.
Cowen's speech was still rather moderate.

He denied that the

revolt was the work of outsiders or conspirators, and he labeled the
atrocities "one of the blackest crimes or modern times."· He criticized
the Government for not interfering earlier by pt"essuring Turkey; and,
in a question-and-answer session which was ignored by most newspaper
accounts, Cowen criticized Disraeli for bis bellicosity on the eve or
the Peace Congress and for his ridicule or Gladstone.

Although in bis

speech Cowen urged that the new Turkish constitution be given a trial,
in response to a question he reiterated his pessimism concerning reform vi thin Turkey, which he called "to a large extent merely a mili te.ry
camp on the western side or the Bosphorus."36
During most of 1877, Coven remained in favor or non-intervention
and consistently claimed that he and the "London Letter" were opposed

to "coercing either the Turk or the Russian."37

Nevertheless, Coven's

"London Letter" cited numerous Turkish attributes, such as the relative
success of Turkey's Parliament, and many instances of Russian intrigue
and atrocities.

Cowen also bitterly opposed the gist of the anti-

Turkish resolutions vbich Gladstone had threatened to move in the House
of Commons, since Coven felt it was absurd to demand Turkish reform
while its existence waa threatened.38

Coven also attacked the pro-

Russian Liberals for their unpatriotic and unwise criticism of the

~e Ti'!S, January 31, 1877.
·
·
3~ter, Cowen.to Watson, May 3, 1877, Corder, 220.
38Cb.ron1cle, April 9. April 17, and May 2, 1877.

-Government while del!cate dipl.omatic, negotiations were occurring and
warned that the

11

Atrocitarians" could disrupt the entire Liberal Party.39

Cowen summarized the situation in a letter to Watson:
It certainly was the furthest thing from my mind to advoca~e a
war policy. I have always been on exactly the other side. It
is because Gladstone has been so bellicose that I have not been
able to go with him. I am and alvaya have been for absolute
neutrality. Eastern politics are a quicksand. The question at
issue is not purely one of nationality, as was the case in Italy
or Poland or Hungary. Religion is mixed up in it and has aallU.ch
to do with the contest as patriotism. I am not afraid or Russia,
but I don't want a despotic power like her to extend too far•·
Perhaps she is better than Turkey, but not much. My id.ra alV&y'S
has been (I wrote a pamphlet on it in 1853) that the only solution
ot the difficulty is the creation of three independent States,
Latin, Greek and Sclav along the Danube and the Balkans. I don't
see how helping Russia will help to do this. I am willing to
make every concession to Russia and to put the very best inter~
pretation on her course of' action. But I cannot shut my eyes to
tacts. And I believe it is quite true that Russia would have
left the Bulgarians to thg Turks had the Porte been willing to
give up halt their fleet~ 0

a,

the end of

threatened to
vention.

over~\m

1877, as Turkey appeared prostrate and Russia
Canstantinople, Coven began to reconsider inter-

According to W.T. Stead, Cowen said on December 22 that in

all probability no serious anti-Russian action would take place inf

"He said ve coVJ.4 not tight, although he would like to,

Parliament.

he bated the Russians so much.
1

although not

But be said the feeling or the country,

pro-Ru.ai.-~ vas again•t war. 11 41
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By January, 1878, Cowen had become a defender of the Govern-

ment's Eastern policy, which he called generally "fair and temperate,"
while, he said, the attitude or English Liberal Russophiles who had
forgotten Poland, Siberia "and the sorrovs that cluster round those
names, is more than I can understand." 42 He explained to R.S. Watson
at great length his interpretation or the tuture concerning the Eastern
Question.

In brief, he belie-red it "probable ••• the whole business .

Will blow over."

He said he had "been assured by the very best authority

that the action of the Government bas been dictated solely with a desire
to bring Russia to terms, to stop the unnecessary slaughter ot the Turks,
and torce her to make conditions before endangering what have been des-

cribed as British interests."

Cowea hedged as to what conduct he would

follow concernina the Government's request for additional expenditure.

He conq>ared Turkey's position with that ot Belgium during the Franeo-

Pnaasian War, stressing in his analogy ·that it was England's duty to
protect both countries.43

In a second letter the same day and especially

in a letter on January 30, Cowen stressed the seriousness ot the situation
.
bllt 1aid he atill·doubted whether England woUld go to war with Russia. 44
DlU"ing the Parliamentary discussion concerning the vote on

additional expentiture,
ha.Ye
~6

w.&.

Forster proposed an amendment which would

ettectively prevented the Gorernment from obtaining the requested

million.

Coven, in oppoaing the aendment, prais•d. the Government's

pol.icy as .beiq ·J•nttrall.1 •Prv.a.ent and jwiicioua_."

Furthermore, he .

i.2Letter, Coven to an anonpoua correapo.nt, J~uary 5, 1878,
Co9£!et.,lt.;{UNU"Y 11, l.818. .
· ·
~t.t.er, Coven to Wataoa, J&A11U"1 25, l~T8, Corder, 223-25.
4 Ibid.. , 225-21.
.
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insisted that when "national

interests~

or "national existence" was

threatened, patriotism necessitated a show or unity.
now as Tories, or Libera.ls, or Radic&ls.

"We are not here

We are here as Englishmen."

Cowen also challenged a Russian authority quoted by Forster to support

bis arguments, which contradicted tlw information given by the British
embassy in Turitey. 45 Accordiug to U.~, Cowen emphatically asked,

-

"Mr. Speaker, are we e;oing to believe the Roosbi·ans or wor ain (sic )
.

cOQntryment" 46

Gladstone,

on 1ebru&r7

8, declared that Coven's arguments

supporting the Government were baaed on a. proposition "that is moat

sh&llow in philosophy and moat unwise in policy." 47 Cowen replied in a
speech compa;s:-ing the Government's pelicy to that of the previous Liberal

Ministry.

His answer, however, besi4es simply criticizing Russia• tn-

aisted Glad.stone had misunderstood hill and also praised the Turkish
rece>Sd.

Cowen streSBed his conviction that the execution of diplomacy,

including the details, must be an executive prerogative once a polic7
had been approved· by the people.

He l"emi.nded Gladstone that he [Glad.-

atone] clid not publiab. all the diplomatic tacts concerning English
policy during the Franco-Prussian War.

He added that the maintenance

ot the Ottoman lmpire vaa not only a. goal during the Crimean War but
bad been recognized also in

.and t.h&t no government

1811 a8 a cornerstone of British policy

oo~

claange .th!• tra.di ti~al pol.icy vi thout

•aome.toJ"ll&l.011 info11Ul..ez.prea•ion ot f11blic

optl:d.on.•
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Cowen also claimed that if Turkey collapsed, the Russians and
their satellites would move into the area and would "freeze" future
constitutional development in the Mediterranean area.

Although claim-

ing he was not against the Russian people, he insisted there was "a
ring of Christian Pashas at St. Petersburg as corrupt and cruel as the
ring of Mohammedan Pashas at Constantinople."

These leaders, "the

camp followers of civilization," have maintained· "the ferocity of

barbarism with the duplicity of civilization" through the.use of
"bribery, bayonets, and banishment," he said •.
The one new note in Coven's attitude was his praise of
Moslem peasants and his insistance that the Turkish government's
actions were no worse than those of • ot~er African or Asian. states;
he also compared them to British abuses in India and Russian rule in
Poland.

More important was his claim that Moslem rule, with its

"-contemptuous toleration" of Christians, would be a lesser evil than
the problems resulting from a "national Bulgarian state," since "one
village there is
Jewish.

M~hamm.edan,

the next Christian, and the third partly

The peopie are dotted around in settlements like gypsies."

He stressed that a created Christian despotism not only vould persecute
non-christians, but .other Christian sects as well.48

That same day,

Glad.stone answered. the speech of his "hon. Friend the Memper for Newcastle (Mr. J. Coven)-if I may still call him so."

In effect, Gl.ad-

stone charged that Cowen had accused him of "gross ignorance and re-·
ligious rancour."

While ref'using to discuss Turkish affairs, Glad.stone

48speech, Februa.ry ll, 1818• R&nsa.rd., CCXxxvI, 1426-1436.
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dismissed Cowen's speech as having probably "been intended for some
other occasion; but it is evident that it was thought better to produce
it now than that such a valuable composition should blush sight unseen." 49
Throughout 1878, Coven became even more vehement concerning his
support of his Government's foreign policy.

In reference to the Treaty

of Berlin, Cowen made a number of private notations which indicated
approval of Disraeli's conduct.50

In fact, Lord Barrington stated that

Cowen told him on June 24 in the lobby of the House that when Disraeli
returned "the nation ought to give him another Blenheim."51
Thus, by mid-1878, Cowen had al.most completely reversed his
opinion on the Eastern Question.

He then insisted that Russian

atrocities were far worse than those of the Turks, warned of the power
of the nefarious Pan Slav movement over the vacillating Alexander II,
and stressed that the Slavs were merely puppets of Russian expansionists.52 The reason for this shift.in opinion is not ea.sy to pinpoint.
Cowen, of course, by early 1877, denied that his views on Russia had
changed and declared that "a large number of people had got into their
heads that he was what he really was not and now to some extent they
were coDll>elled to alter their

opinions~

then they thought that he had

altered his • .,53 What Cowen re·al.ly meant by_ this state~nt was that the
"old" Democrats and Liberals.had traditionally been Russophobes and
that the "Atrocitarians" by eulogizing Russia had really broken with
49Ibid., 1447-448.
50coven Papers, A950.
5lw.F. Moneypenny and G.E.Buckle, Life of ~njamin Disraeli,
Earl ot Beaconsfield (London: John Murray, 1929), II, 1197.
S2chronicle, August 29, 1877, February 8, and May 23, 1878.
53Ibid., March 1, May 24, July 30, August 20, 1817, February 8,
1878, and ~23, 1878.
·
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Liberal tradition.54

He also claimed in February, 1877, that the

Government was actually carrying out the ideas of the previous autumn's
agitation and had adopted the traditional Radical policy of nonintervention.55
In changing his opinion, Cowen was influenced by the Continental
revolutionaries, especially the Poles.

On January 30, for example,

Cowen cited "his remembrance of the oppression of the ,long-suffering
Poles" as the reason for his lack of
cause.56

"entbusia~m

11

for the Russian

In fact, Sir Charles Dilke, also a Russophobe at first•

explained Cowen's change on the EaStern Question by claiining his views
vere altered by the ~guments of Poles in Newcastle.57

Throughout 1877

and 1878, Cowen emphasized that ContJ.nental Radicals and Democrats
such as Karl Blind a.lmost invariably sided with Turkey and insisted that
only in England did a sizeable p0rtion of the Left praise Russia.58
Cowen probably was also influenced by his close friend George Julian
Harney, who continued to communicate with Cowen and the Chronicle
f'rom the United States.

In December, 1876, Harney published a pamphlet

entitled The Anti•Turkisb Crusade, in which he chided Cowen for his
statement ori September 30 that the ·rear oi' Russian aggression vas "an
exploded illusion."59 Throughout 1877, there were numerous letters
of his in . the Chronic1e at-tacking Russia. and the "madne.ss" or Gladstone
in supporting Russia.

54Ibid~, Febr'ua.rJ 14, and April 16, 1877.

5~1)14., February l.3, 1877.
5"""J.'lle Ti•s, January 31, l.877.

510wynn and Tu.ckveU, I, 215.
58cbronicle,. Ma?"Ch 3. l.871.
.
59George lUlfan H4r.D1Q', The Anti-TUrkish Crusade (Boston, Massachusetts: 1876), 29.
·
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It must be emphasized that in early 1877 Cowen was still a
moderate and was lumped by Harcourt with "peace" M.P.s such as Bright
and Sir Wilfred Lawson.

Nevertheless, the more he was attacked by

Russophile Liberals, the more extreme he became in defense of Turkey.
The situation is best summarind b;y Dilke:
Although his anti-Rualiaa vien were only the same as 'llf1 own.
Yet he allowed them, u l think, without reason, to drive him
into a position ot support of the GoTernment which from this
time forward separat•d him trom the Liberal party.60
An excell.ent example

of the forces pushing Cowen toward ex-

tremism Dl&Y be seen in the consistent criticism of his beliefs by
W.T. Stead.

Cowen, to Stead, was a despicabl.e creature even before

.

the agitation, and during 1876 and early 1817 Stead even criticized

Cowen tor being too pro-Russian.

As

Coven moved toward a Russophobic

position, Stead condemned him harshly, not onl.y tor inconsistency, but also

tor being pro-'l'urk.61 This attitude brought Stead interesting reb\lltes
troll two of his friends.

The first was T. Wemyss Reid, editor of the

Je•H Mercy.rx. Around 1879, Reid related, Cowen still called hiJ1Selt

ne_

a Liberal, and Reid felt
.

&i;£bt return to Liberal orthodoxy.

When

'

Ste.a. sent Reid a cop7 of one

ot his ll6ll1' "vehement and persistent"

attacks on Cowen, Reid repllecl to S1'ea4 by warning him that COVen, a
"vers sensitive man, vu not UDlike]J'
these attacks were persiat.4

a.

to be

driven out ot the party it

&ad that his loss voul.d be a serious

--63
one to the Liberalism of the North of England. 11 62

Thomas Burt also

informed Stead, on September 29, that his articles "would be none the
less effective if [he] left ott pitching into m:r friend Cowen so
mercilessly."

Since Burt admitted he agreed "nearly always" with

Stead's writings, he must have meant that it Stead persisted, Cowen
would sever all connections with Liberalism.63
What happened was practically that.

When Cowen appeared in

Parliament in 1876, he was regarded as a Radical; at the end of' the
session, he was often accused of being pro-Disraeli and was alienated
from both the Gladstonian and the Radical wings of Liberalism.

His

views did not mean the beginning of a break with Gladatone--that had

.

.

probably already occurred--but a near severance of relations.

In all

probability, a coolness between Cowen and Gladstone first developed
shortly after Cowen returned to the House after his illness.

T.P.

o•·connor, M.P. tor Liverpool and most friendly toward Cowen, describes
the incident as fol:lows:
was.

"Something vent wrong-I don't know what it

Some people said a snub-I am sure unintentional--vbich he

imagined be had received froa Gladstone."64

The story is confirmed

essentially by Edward Hamilton, Gladstone's secretary, in his diary on
November 12, 1882:
62T. Wemyss Reid, 315-16.
63r.etter, Burt. to Stead., September 29, 1879, Stead Papers,
Courtesy ~f J .0. Baylen, Georgia State University, Atlanta, Georgia.
6 T.P. O'Connor, Memi>irs or y Old Parliamentarian (London:
Ernest Benn, 1929) , I, 298-99.
c
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Cowen's main idea is hatred of Mr. Gladstone. It is said that
this hatred and defection from the Liberal Party are due to an
incident in the House of Commons about five years ago. He had
been ill and on his return to the House, he was in the lobby
being congratulated on his recovery and was passed by Mr. Gladstone
unnoticed. Shortly after Dizzy ca.me by and seeing Cowen grasped
him by the hand and inquired tenderly after his health. From
that mQment he transferred his allegiance from Mr. Gladstone to
Dizzy.65
Henry Lucy, who was also a close triend and a later newspaper partner
of Cowen, wrote that in 1874 Cowen bad expected Gladstone to recognize
him when he first entered the House:

Gladstone coming upon him in the lobby, passed him without a
sign. It was a s1&all event, but recollection of it rankled.
Dizzy m~ or may not have beard of it. He certainly was at
pains to make the acquaintance or the member for Newcastle,
and succeeded in turning vh11Lt may have been a faithful tellower
ot the Liberal Leader into an exceedingly embarrassing adversary.66
!t must be emphasized, however, that this was not the only explanation

for the rift.

Sir Wilfred Lawson claimed that "he somehow or other got

wrong with' the Liberal Party-how or WhJ' his most intimate triends were

.hardly a'ble to explain:•67 As early as April 29, 1877, Dilk.e, in his
911D01rs, mentioned that Cowen vou.ld vote against Gladst-one as party
leader "althoueh if principle and not persons were in question he must
vote tlle other wa;y. n68 Again in May• Dillte insisted Coven's support of
Hartington vas "peculiar."69
the break as late as 1•bru&r1,

Jane

Cowen. her father'• secrettU7, dated

l8T8, when Cowen supported the Govern-

..at•a-tw-eign policy. Atter Cowen'• epeeoh,

a~

wrote, Gladstone
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"practically cut him" and "never forgave him. 11 70

Sir Alfred E. Pease,

a Yorkshire M.P., does not mention anything about Gladstone but relates
an incident which reveal.s

C~en's

personal.ity.

Pease claimed that after

a furious attack by Cowen on Disraeli, Disraeli met Cowen in the lobby
and congratulated him for his "splendid speech."

Pease added, "From

that day, Coven never said a harsh word about Disraeli; the attitude

of the man and the tone of his great newspaper, the Cbroaj.cle, were
entirely changed. 11 71
Concerning the

~tionahip

between Coven and other Liberal

leaders, Cowen dismissed W.E. Forster as basically clerical. and reactionary, and John Bright as having become conservative by 1876.72
Throughout his Parliamentary

career~

and especially during the agitation,

Coven maintained a very high opinion of Hartington.

Only rarely, how-

ever, could the Whig leader and the Newcastle Radical work together.
Instead, Coven, after his recovery, drif'ted into cooperation with Sir
Charles Dillte and later with Joseph Chamberlain.

Cowen had ch&ired one

ot Dilke's speeches in November, 1871, and had worked with Chuberlain
concerning the liational Educational League.

Arter the general election,

onl1 Coven's illnesa prevented him from cooperating politic ally

vi th

Cbam'berlain to organize for new electoral contests after the latter's
d.eteat in Shetf'ield in l.874.13 After Chamberlain was returned unopposed

trOJ1 Biniainghu in 1876, Coven's letters reveal. friendliness, warnings
70coven Papers 1 A983.
7ls1r Al~r•d E. Pease, IJ.!ctioes yd .Recollections {London: John
M\Jrl"~t J.932) t 302e
I
72cargpic;J;e, February 23, Mq 1, and June 20, 1876.
73Letter, Coven tq C}iaabel"le.111 1 February, 1874, Chamberlain Papers
5/19/1. See alao let-.ter, Henry J. W:l.l•on to Chamberlain, February 17,
1874 and March 5, 1874, Chu'berl&in Papers, 6/5/2/61 and 6/5/2/62.
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against overwork, regret concerning Chamberlain's gout, and promises to
act as a sponsor along with Bright to introduce Chamberlain into the
House.7 4 Chamberlain had apparently been impressed with Cowen and had
told Morley that he received "very kind letters" from Cowen and "other
members of the left wing, 11 75
Occasionally, Cowen, Chamberlain, Dilke and other Radicals would
meet with Hartington to try to persuade him to take a more advanced
stand on matters such as education legislation.76

By August, 1876,

Coven's "London Letter" even boasted that about forty

~.P.s

had formed

a Radical clique in order to pursue broad general programs.77

Of all

the M,P .s associated with this ''New Party," both Chamberlain and Dilke
agreed that only Cowen had "force"
By

Cf'I.'

was important.78

December, 1876, Chamberlain had completely recovered from

his gout and was able to asswne a more active political role.

Althougn

Cowen wrote to Chamberlain requesting a meeting at York in January to
"discuss our proposed action in the House"

a.na, therefore, further

joint

action in the future,79 the relationship between Chamberlain and Cowen
deteriorated

steadi~.

The ma,} or reason for this unhappy situation was

that both wanted to lead.

Chamberlain, for example, would often refer

74see letters, Cowen to Chamberlain, June 24, June 27, June 29,
a.nd July 10, 1876, Chamberlain Papers, 5/19/2-5.

75Letter. Chalaberlain .to Morley, June 28, 1876, Chamberlain Papers,
5/54/104.
, ., '
76see, for.~le •. Chronicle, August 3, 1876.
77Ibid.' A~.~ 11, iS16. .
.78i:'etter, Cba$-t'lain to Jesse Collings, February 8, 1877,
Chamberlain Papers, 5/16/58. bckwell, i, 214. Chamberlain to Collings,
February 16,.1877, Cluul1berl&in:Papers, 5/16/60.
79Le~ter, Cowen ~o q.rlain, Deceml:>er 29, 1876, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/16/60.
·
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to the clique as "My Party," 80 whereas Cowen was accustomed to deferential subordination among his followers.
reason:

There was also a psychological

the clash of temperament betveen the unemotional, meticulous

Chamberlain and the emotional, almost Bohemian, Cowen.Bl

This split is

elaborated upon by Dillte in his -.pl7 of February, 1877, to a request to
write about the New Party tor the N!g!teentp Centqrz:
The Bev Party consisted ot Chamberlain and myself and Cowen in
the House of Commou and Morley outside of it • • • • As Chamberlain and Cowen failed to agree upon any subject whatever, the
House of Commons portion ot the party soon dwindled to t!o
leaders, in the persons ot Chamberlain a.nd111¥self • • • • 2
This observation is supported by Chamberlain's comment to Jesse Collings
on Vebruary 14, 1877, that he was "perfectl.Y' sickened with the obserTations of some of our so-called Radicals" such as Cowen concerning local

government.83 Concerning the Eastern Question, Chamberlain's views
were motivated largely by one idea:
Throughout 1877, when Cowen

whatever was best ror Re.dicaliam.84

disass~iated

himself fram the agitation,

this disassociation was the occasion rather than the cause of the break
bet"9en Cowen and Chaaberlain.

Chamberlain• in a letter to Morle7 on February 6, stated, "Arter
watching Coven's speeches 4uring the receas,· [I tear] riot much will come

ot our little organitat1on--atili it is worth a try." 85 Perhaps the
80Letter, ChallMrlain to Collings, February 6, 1877, Chamberlain
Papera, 5/16/58.
··
·
· Bls.e·J.L.GVY.1• 1 Lite ot JoagB S~n (London: MacMil1a.n,
1935), I 33.
·
.
.
.
·
&20w7nn and ~cJmtll 1 I, 214.
.
63t.etter, C~rlaia to Collinp• Febl"Uat714, 18T7, Chamberlain
Papers, 5,16/59..
'
8 .See R.T~ Sb.ea'mO
. ·. ·. _11·,
IE ~m
Atrocities of
~ (LoDd.on: Tbola. Jell.on .Md. ~;t«.,)~ . , 120.
85Letter, Cbetllfe:r~ to 140.-197. ~ 6, 1877, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/lSB.
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last serious attempt to promote unity in the New Party was made on
February 7.

Dilke

info~d

his brother Ashton that the divisions

among Radicals was due to Chamberlain's favoring "concerted interven-

tion to follow up Lord Salisbur:r's Declaration, Cowen against; the
others, muddle-headed."86

Chamberlain :wrote to Collings on February

8 that he had previoual1 persuaded Liberal leaders to compel Turkey
"by war i:f' necessau-;y, to grant proper securities to Christian provinces."
He continued, "I could not get Cowen to accept this viev-he is tor
absolute non-intervention, but I fancy he llUSt give in, ••• 11 87 On
February 16, Chamberlain wrote to Collings that within the New Party,
Dilke was the only one "vbom I thoroughly trust.t.88 .Although Chamberlain and Coven were present at a political reform demonstration on
Ma,y

16, 1877, all serious cooperation ended.
Coven agreed that the Eastern Question split the Radicals, but

he insisted that the di vision was between the "Old Radicals," who .
favored the traditional ideas of peace and non-intervention, and the
~locWT"

Radicals, who would fight Turkey in order to enforce the de-

crees ot the ~stantinople Conference.89

Instead or ma.king the &astern

Question u issue, Coven, on February 2 and May 4, 1877, in Nevcaetle

stressed the necessity ot Reclical.s'not only minimizing the differences

86tietter, Sir Charles to Ashton Dilke, February T,·1877, Dilke
Papers, ADD MSS 43902 9 t. T2.
87Chaaberlain Papera, 5/16/58 •. Salisbury, at. the Constantinople
Conference, vu much mon influenced by anti-Turkish sentiment than
Disraeli8a This conference dissolved o~ January 28 •
. Ibid.' 5/16/6o.
89Chropicle, F•'bruarr 14, 1877.

69
among themselves but also of uniting behind one "great question," such
as the extension of the franchise to the counties, or preferably, disestablishment.90
· Despite his demand for radical re.form8, Cowen played no part
in the formation of the National Liberal Federation at Birmingham in

May, 1877.
about Cowen.

That April, Morley wrote to Chamberlain, •you know best
It is indispensable that we should all be heartily to-

gether; otherwise nothing but Yexation and impotency.
and Dilke could always outvote him."91

or

course, you

This comment might have had re-

rerence to a number of things--cooperation concerning the starting of a
weekly Radical paper, the creation or the National Liberal Federation,
or simply overall cooperation.

Nevertheless, Cowen was not present at

the conference in Birmingham which created the National Liberal Federation.

Robert Spence Watson, who largely controlled the Liberal Asso-

ciation in Newcastle, decided to a.tfiliate, and this meant Chamberlain
ai.ght effectively by-pass Coven since Watson and Cowen were disagree-

ing increaailagl.y concerning the Eastern Question.9 2
Although the National Li'beral Federation, toward the end of

1677, di.stributed Coven' 8 sp8ech on county reform,93 Cowen indirectly
attacked the entire

pl&%'p()Se

or the Federation in a speech December 19

at a meeting of the National Reform Union in Manchester.

The speech

90Ibid., February 3, 1B7J.
91Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, April 14, 1877, Chamberlain

Papers, §,54/166.

See Robert Spence Watson, 'fhe Jational Liberal Federation, 27.
93see &ma!l Be29p ot th National Liberal Federation, lB79.
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analyzed the basic reasons for the Tories' victory in 1874 and the lack
of any sign of a waning Tory popularity throughout England.

Cowen

suggested a number of factors ranging from the belief that the previous
and present legislatures had accomplished all "desirable or necessary"
constitutional change to the fact that the middle cla.ss had become
wealthy, hence their desire tor luxury, which generated "political
effeminancy and cowardice."

Coven did not agree with Hartington and

Gladstone that "more extended organj.zation" in 1874 would have helped
the Liberals.

He cited historical examples such as

t~

reaction to

the overly organized Tory regime of Dundas, which was largely responsible for the strength of Scottish Liberalism.
ideological criticism of extreme

o~ganization.

More important was Ids
He emphasized that

individuality and independence of thought were traditionally Liberal
values, while the Tory party had historically used clergymen as electioneering agents and publicans as canvassers.

He also predicted that too

much organization would beco• a "means of oppression," and, like the

United States, drive some of the best qualified men from public aervice.9 4

Thus, by early 1878, Cowen had no connection with the Radical
National Liberal Federation.

In addition, his support of the Govern-

ment in early 1878 had isolated him even further from the Libera.l Party.
The situation

vu highly unus\18J. in that,

as ·1'he Times pointed out

concerning Coven's speech in Parliament on February ll,'1878: "So stir-

ring a piece of rhetoric ll'Ould h&ve been effective.even if it had come
troa the iid.e of the Government• aa.d 1ts force was ' ~h
increased by the
.
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fact that Mr. Cowen is among the most advanced Liberals in the House. 11 95
The Courant praised his stand while the arch-Conservative quarterly
Review referred to his speech concerning the vote on supply as "words
of true wisdom. 11 96

The chairman of the Durham Constitutional Association

also hailed Cowen as "a true patriot and

En~lishman,"

and N. G. Clayton,

president of the Newcastle Conservative Association on <lanuary 29, 1878,
praised Cowen for his views on the Ea.stern Question.97
1'he praise of Cowen by Conservatives naturally prompted a
Liberal reaction.

On January 12, 1878, Chamberlain at a Birmingham

meeting criticized his "sood friend Mr. Cowen," whom he described as
"a very good Liberal, even a good Radical," for not realizing the changes
within Russia during the past twenty yea.rs.

Chamberlain claimed

he

agreed with Cowen that Liberals should not forget
Poland, but
.
. "he could
not see how Poland was to be assisted by keeping Bulgaria in servitude. 11 98

Privately, Chamberlain was more critica.l.

In a letter to Collings on

January 25, he declared, "Coven is actually pro-Turkish now."99

On

February 16, af'ter Coven's pro-Government utterance in the House,
Chamberl.ain informed Collings:
Your letter to Cowen was a very good one. He had similar
l.etters, to MY' knowledge, from other people, including John
Morley, and he told me himself' on Thursday that wha.t I said to
him immediately after his speech affected him so much that he
could not sleep. · He admitted that when he came to read his .
.speech he found it inferred more than he intended, and in fact

95'l'he T!mes, J'e'bruary 12, 1878.
.
96eoy.rant, February 15, 1878. '!'be 9HN:terk Review (1878), CXLV,

326.

9T~~ant., February 8, 1878. Cbr:onicle, January 30, 1878.
9 _ _Times. J&11\&&l"Y 14 • 187 8.
9 !Atter • Chamberlain to Colling•, January 25 , 1878, Chamberlain

Papers, 5/liJ/T2.
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he made a sort of half apology for it. The mischief is done,
however, and it is a great pity that a man who ~~ght do so
much for our party should apparently be gradually leaving us. 100
Sir Vernon Harcourt, in a letter to The Times, insisted Cowen should
have protested Lord Derby'i; dispatch of May, 1877, which "proclaimed
the doom of the Empire."

He further warned that "to be silent when

the destruction was prepared and to be clamourous when it is accomplished seems to me to be neither dignified nor wise. 11 101

Goldwin Smith,

especially, disagreed with Cowen for two reasons: firstly, Cowen was a.n
obvious exception to his explanation of the Eastern Question as a split
between the Turkophile Whigs and the Radicals; secondly, Coven's views
were seen as "so peculiarly bitter to us" since "no man on the Liberal
•
benches more thoroughly fulfills the ideal which we have in mind than

Mr. Cowen."

In a manner similar to Chamberlain, Smith also felt that

Cowen had let Poland so prejwlice him against Russia that he was unable
to see the justice of the Bulgarian cle.im. 102

Cowen replied in the

"London Letter" by insisting that Smith's insular doctrines were weak,
cowardly and opposed to national interests.

In time, Smith would be-

come an extremely bitter critic of Cowen and by

June, 1880, would be

described privately by Coven as "ill natured," "bitter," and "too much
of a partisan."l0,3
Within the counties of Northumberland and Durham, Coven's
•witch concerning the Eastern Question had a significant'effect.

As

lOOLetter, Chamberlain to Collings, February 16, 1878, Chamberlain

i6t~~~~r,

Papers'
Harcourt to The Time·s, February 26, 1878. The 'rimes,
February 27, l8T8.
·.
.
.
·
l02rortnisht!z Review, March, iers~ XXIII, 416.
l03Chronicle, May 19, 1879. Letter, Cowen to William Elliot,
June, 1880, Cowen Pape~s, F43.
0
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usual, W.T. Stead ranted both in the Northern Echo and in letters to
Gladstone as to the manner in which Cowen had doomed himself

by

his

inconsistency. 104 A less emotional observer, such as William James,
M.P., felt that "Newcastle haa been a good deal demoralized on the
Eastern Question.

Cowen ha.a had something to

say

to it. 11 105

Within the two countiea, T.E.Silith a.nd Somerset Beaumont had
agreed with Cowen.

In the apring ot 1878, however, a bye-election

was held in South Northwaberland when the Tory member was elevated to
the House or Lords.

This contest was most unusual since the Tories

bad traditionally controlled one of the two seats, and there had been

no contest since 1852. 106 The Liberals nominated Albert Grey, the
nephew and beir apparent of' the then. Earl Grey, who had just agreed to
contest Nevca.stle as the second Liberal candidate at the next general
election.

The Tories selected Edvard Ridley, who was from one or the

moat politically famous f'udlies in Northumberland.

"The result of the

election," according to Chaaberlain, "is looked upon with great interest.
It ve win, it will wipe out Worcester; it we lose the weak-kneed will

bave it their own way up here. 11107

Un4oubtedly, Chamberlain was refer-

ring to Co¥en as the "we&Jt-kne.O.," and, naturally enough, one of the
chief factors in the eamp&ign. was the is·sue of Coven and the Eastern
Question.·
From the beginning, the CoaseJ'"V'atives tried to develop the
split within the Liberal. Party and tried to connect Grey with the
l04See Bortif? !£i2• ~t 23, Nove~r 6. and December 23,
1878; and Gladatone Paper•. 4UD· ~ 4~303, t. ~l.
l05Letter, J•.i to GUclatone.,
16, 1878, Gladstone Papers,
ADD:m& 1'4265, t • 159~
·
.
:
. ·
l06see '.rtie Diii• -~ 3,. l.8T8~
·
107t.etter, Chuhrlaia ·to steal, MtWco 30, 1878, Chamberlain
Papers, 6/4K/18.
· · .·. ·• . ·
'
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Gladstonian wing.

The fact that Coven and the Chronicle at first seemed

to give only lukewarm support to the "Whig" Grey, made their praise of
Coven's foreign

~olicy

all the more significant.

On March 27, the Journal,

for example, criticized Grey's pro-Russian opinions by rhetorically asking
Grey whether he would vote with Cowen.

"If so, we should have expected

him to say something very ditterent about the Eastern Question."108

On

March 28, the Journal again inquired whether Grey would stand with Cowen
"ready to mash Mr. Trevelyan's or any other man's hat, rat.her than

knuckle down to Russia."109
Praise of Coven at Conservative rallies was almost inevitable.
On March 27, a Mr. Blackwell, a barrister, emphasited that Cowen "was
a.n advocate of the principle upon wltich the foreign policy of Her ·

Majesty's Government was.founded" and that Coven "was tne greatest
opponent of Mr. Gladstone."llO

Edv&l'd Ridley, on April 5, not only

prai.sed Coven's views on the Eastern Question but insisted that "the
only thing he had to quarrel with Mr. Cowen about.was that he had

gone a little too far on behalf

or

Turltey. 11111 Even after Cowen and the

C!H:;opicle had endorsed Grey, Ridley claimed, on April 131 tbat concerning

Grey's cause, it "had still a very uncertain sound aboll.t
vievs

ot

The

Cowen were most praised by Sir Mathew Ridl.ey, J~.P. tor North

1'orthumberland and
On

it." 112

chai~

of the ·Contervative

April 2, he 8JlDOUn.Ced that concerning the
)

•.

, .. :r···,.

eampa~g:n

comittee.

~teni·~•tion,
"he was
,,
'
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perfectly willing to rest his views on that question upon Mr. Coven's
'London Letter' in the Newcastle Chronicle."113

On April 15, after

Coven's name was greeted with cheers, Sir Mathew announced that "no

man has done more to win us this election than Mr. Cowen. (cheers and
laughter)."

Sir Mathew admitted that Cowen would vote for Grey and

was "perfectly able to explain the reasons which he has tor doing so,
but for the present moment, I am certainly at a loss to understand what
they can be, • • •11ll4
There is no doubt that Coven's support of Grey at first was
less than enthusiastic.

The most important evidence of this is con-

tained in a letter of George Otto Trevelyan:
I

•
am sorry to tell you that some bitch has.occured relating to

the election as far as I am concerned. Grey and his friends
accepted ~ offer to come down with very evident pleasure, and
a. meeting was arranged tor Friday in the lecture room at Newcaatle, about which I received several letters marked with
genuine welcome. Suddenly I have been·informed that the meeting has been countermanded owing to Coven's declining to t&lte
the Chair, and that the other meetings are not sufficiently·
important for me to come to. I suppose that Beaumont and
Cowen between them have thrown cold water on the undertaking,
tor they have certainly done nothing to help poor Grey. Cowen
trom his strong anti...Russian feelings, and .Beaumont ostensibly
for Grey's adhesion to the .Pei'miss'ive Bill, but I dare say trom
mixed motives. There is some toul play somewhere, but it is
more dignified not to enqui1re. I am rather hurt, both on my
own account and on yours; bu.t much more sorry to see the election
managed in this spirit, an4 sorry too, to lose the opportunity
of doing something tor such a good young fellow as Grey. Perhaps
you will let Mr. Gov knov that rq abaence is not due to ~ own
vant of good-will. Lawson has b!ten treated in exactly the same
-.nn,er.115

ll31bid., April 3, 1878.
ll4Ibid.., April 16 1878.
.· .
ll5Letter, Goorge &tto Trewlyan to Sir. W&lter Cavilry Trevelyan,
April 4, 1878 • Trevelyan ,,,.P.1"•, Walter Ct.Tal.ry Trevelyan, 34.
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There was also an accusation made by· a "leading iforthern liberal paper,"
quoted by the

~xaminer,

that Cowen, through his Chronicle, "did every-

thing in his power--short of publishing 8.I'ticles calling on everybody
to vote for Mr. Hidley--to damage the Liberal candidate."

The Chronicle

was criticized further on the basis that it "comes out one day with exhortations to all and sundry to support the Government and then confines
itself to disquisitions concerning the Papal hierarchies in Scotland,
and topics of similar interest,

"

Thus, Grey was like an officer

"who is shot from behind by the men who ought to have been straining
every nerve to secure him the victory. 11 116
Never during the campaign did Cowen chair or even attend a Grey
meeting.

At first his support or Grey was confined to a telegram, read

at a Grey rally on March 29,

stating that "with much plea.sure" Cowen

would be oQ Grey's election committee.

Cowen also praised Grey's "118.ni-

rest. sincere, intelligent and earnest Liberalism [which] ought to secure
him the hearty support of all Liberals.

I seldom., remember a. candidate

having aroused among the party here such warm wishes for this success.ttll7
Shortly thereafter, Grey identified his views concerning the Eastern
Question with those of Cowen. and t.aunted Conservatives by flaunting ·
Coven's support of his candidacy.118

At a Grey rally on April 8, a letter

f'roa Cowen.to Watson was read which not only ·apologized for Coven's
absence from the rally, but also lauded Grey's virtues.

"He possesses
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in an eminent degree all the qualifications tor ensuring success in the
House of Commons," wrote Cowen.

"Both personally and politically he is

entitled to the confidence and hearty support of all Liberals. 1111 9
Cowen also, according to Burt, had promised to vote for Grey.120
The Chronicle had also endorsed Grey at the beginning of the contest.
During the campaign, thirteen ot its editorials
toward the end of the contest.

~raised

Crey, especially

In the last few days of the campaign,

a large "X" was placed next to Grey's name in the Chronicle.121
The Conservatives, though never attacking Cowen directly, began to
allege falsehoods in the Chronicle.

For example, the Journal denied

Grey's claim that Sir Mathew would, in facing re-election, have to face

a "good candidate."

Grey, according to the Journal, had "evidently been

misled by his mentor, the Newcastle Chronicle, ••

.11122

On April 15,

Sir Mathew indignantly denied the Chronicle charge that Conservatives
were using paid canvassers during the election and for claiming that a
"change ot reeling" had occurred among Conservatives during the election.123

On election day, Grey spoke to his followers at the Chronicle office.
After the election results, Cowen wrote to Grey that, concerning the
election. "the Liberals m&1' fairly claim it as a victory.

The Tories

certainly regard it as a .tefeat." .Cowen also insisted that Grey fought
"& gallant battle" ~ that "a leas able and attractive caDdidate would

surely have been beate-n. 11124

What made the election so unusual was that

ll~Ibid., April 9. 1878.
12 ev=ss~cle, April 16, 1878. JOHn.tJ., April 9,. 1878.
12lsee Cbr9nicle, March 26 to April 17, l8T8.
122JC?Hnal, April 9 1 1878.
l23Jo'Ul'n&l, April 16, 1878.
l24Letter, Cowen to Grey,CApril 22, 1878, Grey Papers, University of
D"1rham, Durham. Engl.and• 2l717. ·

Grey had three more votes than Ridley, but two of them were disqualified,
and the other ballot had been incorrectly included in Ridley's tota1. 12 5
Eventually the contest was decided in Ridley's favor.
During the uncertainty, the Conservatives blamed Cowen almost exelusively for the result.

The Journal quoted the Daily News, which

stressed Grey's snubbing of Gladstone "whilst he cherished the testimonial of Mr. Joseph Cowen. 11126 The Journal, in fact, vent so tar as
to use Coven and the explanation for the fact that "500 electors who
had promised to vote for his opponent voted for the Liberal. candidate
instead. 11 1 2 7

Sir Mathew Ridley, in an April 20 letter to 'The Times,

emphasized that Grey, like the candid.ate Ridley, essentially supported
the Government's Eastern policy, especially in his April 7 speech in
which he claimed there was no great separation between himself and his
opponent on the Eastern Question.

Sir Mathew, in support of the above

claim, also quoted Grey's speech on April -8, in which he claimed that
concerning Gl.adstone's views on the Eutern Question, "had be spoken
less and written less he would have done himself much more good
the country

a

tar greater benefit."

and

As an example of the dearth of

issues between the candidates, Ridley also referred to Grey's speech
of April 3, in which Grey cited Coven's support of his candidacy.
Grey's identification with Cowen--e.ccording to Ridley--explained why
the Conservative strategy backfired:

Grey just would not defend the

Gl&dstonian stand.128

l25s.e the unpublished R!linisceaces ot Edward Ridley in the Northwnberland County Archives.
126Journal, April 24, l8T8.
121Ibid.
.
l281i'he"""Times, April 2; 1876. Gre;y• in a letter to The Ti1es, stressed
the major difference with Ridley vas that ·although both supported the
present policy, Grey did not aupport the pa.st Conservative policy.

\
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The election affected Liberalism in the Newcastle area

by

revealing

the tremendous personal power of Cowen; i.e., the fact that he could
stop Trevelyan and Lawson from aiding Grey.

R.S. Watson was Grey's

campaign manager and almost certainly would have had knowledge of
Trevelyan's letter and any other com)laints affecting the general election.

It also revealed the power of the Chronicle, which as the sole

organ of Liberalism in the area, could almost dictate to a candidate.
Thus, by the summer of 1678, Watson realized that if the present situation
were to continue, Gladstoni·an Liberalism would remain at the mercy of
Coven, an ideologically unstabl.e politician.
In summary, Coven became one of the best known Parliamentary orators
in EDgland as a result ot his speech&s on the Empress of India Bill and
the Eastern Question.

While acquiring a reputation for independence,

he became alienated :rrom the Radical clique, the Liberal mainstream,
and especially Gladstone.

As a result, he.became increasingly divorced

trom the Radical-Liberal caucus in Newcastle, which continued to denounce Turkish wickedness and Disraeli's bellicosity.

III.

"INDEPENDENCE" BRINGS CONFLICT WITH THE CAUCUS

If anything can be considered to have been inevitable, it was
the clash between Cowen and the caucus.

Just as Cowen had broken with

Chamberlain over the matter of control, so it was with Cowen and the
caucus.

Although Covenites remained in prominent positions, real

power from the beginning of the caucus had been in the hands of R.S.
Watson and other Liberals who remained loyal to Gladstonian Liberalism.
Cowen never denied the need for a Liberal Association so long
as its purpose was primarily to educate the voters and only secondarily
to organize them.

'

He even opposed the attempt· of what he considered

traditionalist Liberals to boycott all caucuses.

Cowen did, however,

vehemently object to any associations being influenced or pressured by
the Birmingham outsiders, and he opposed caucus interference in school
board elections and municipal contests.

His primary criticism of the

caucus, however, was its attempt to pressure

M.P~s

into supporting

Gla.4atone's foreign policy by threatening not to renominate them on the
Liber&l ticket unless they acquiesced.

These heavy-handed attempts at

organization, Cowen predicted, would result in disaster for Liberalism.l
Cowen always considered his independent action on the Eastern
question a.nd his refusal to be a caucus "delegate" as tbe cause of the
split between himself and the caucus;· aiid, undoubted.17, the caucus would,
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through letters, telegrams, and "spontaneous" petitions, have been desirous of controlling the Liberal M. P. from Newcastle.
however, realized that on the issue of the Eastern

The caucus,

~uestion

Cowen was

merely a.n annoyance; furthermore, had this actually been a major factor,
Watson would never have later managed the campaign of Albert Grey, who,
essentially, agreed with Cowen on this issue.
The real. factor which occasioned the break was Coven's utilization of tllt Cbl'Onicle to support his views and to attack those who dissented,,,from. these views.

During 1877, Cowen had written pro-Government

&nd anti-Ca.ad.stone articles in the "l.ondon Letter," which, in the opin-

ion of, Watson, "ultimately occasioned a serious quarrel between the
Liberal Association and their member:"2

Watson's correspondence with

Cowen contains repeated pleas that Cowen change his policy.

On April

30, Watson informed Cowen that his "London Letters" were "giving •
great uneasiness."

Watson alao claimed to have visited Cowen twice in

London to discuss the "Letters."
Coven's reaction. said Watson. was to e;l.aim the "Letter" vaa a
"mistake" or "against his wish" or that he "would put a stop to it, but
he never did.

. . ."
.

Responding to Watson's complaints, Cowen pro-

teated on May 3 that he had

~n

so

busy·he had "not read our 'London

Letter' once tor the l.dt month," that the entire w0rding ot the "Lettertt
was not alvars his, and that the "entire drift" of the controversial.
"Letters" was meant to oppo•• the coercion ?f either
the Turk.

t~e

Russian or

Later that 119nth be.repeated the •jor pa;ints of' his earl.ier
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letter, adding.that he "had looked at the matter more carefully," but
he indicated no significant editorial policy change.3
The Chronicle's significance was increased with Cowen's break
with James Annand, the Russophile editor. of the paper.

Annand', who

referre!1 to any newspaper he edited as "my paper," had been completely
in control of the Chronicle since Coven's illness in 1874 and bad
developed views on editorial independence which, in the words or
Aaron Watson, a friendl.T journalist, were "very decided, not to say
extreme. 11 4 As long as both Cowen and Annand supported generally
similar goals, occasional disagreements on foreign policy were
tolerated, such as an editorial condemning the Government's Suez

policy, which the "London Letter" supported.

As Coven shifted toward

the Government's Eastern policy in his "London Letter," the effect ot

ta. "Letter" was often negated by strong opposing editorials.
e~le,

For

editorials opposed the lllf6 million grant, the idea of not

criticizing the Government durins a time of delicate diplomatic negotiations,

and the extent of Russian atrocities, as well as in many

otbeie cases oftendirect],y contradicting the arguments of the "London

Letter."

Gladstone's views on the agitation were consistentJ.¥

applauded by editorials throughout 1877, whereas the "London Letter"
criticized Gladstone's Four Resolutions as being contradictory and
somewhat erratic from his former beliefs.

The "London Letter" also

. insisted that Gladstone, who had not concerned himself with the pligpt
of Turkish Christians tor the previous thirty yee.rs 1 had displayed
3tetter, Watson t.o Cowen, April 30, 1877. Letter, Cowen to
Watson, May 3, 1877. li!ttt•r• Cowen to Watson,~ 22, 1877,. as in
Corder, 211-22.. ~.s. Watson, Reainiaceesss. 127.
4Aaron Watson, A, !enJ?!P!r $'• - i r s , 46.
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"more of the warmth of a religious zealot tha.n the calmness of a responsible public man."5

What is most remarkable is that Cowen tolerated

Annand's conduct until October, 1877, when Annand became ill; then
Cowen suggested that he resign the editorshi9 "on the ground that the
strain of the position seems to be too much for him. 11 6 1'hus, by early

1878, when the editorials became Ruasophobic, the only Liberal daily
in the Northumberland-North Durham area was ready to attack Gladstone
and Orthodox Liberalism, including those persons who agreed with the
Liberal Association.
Cowen foresaw the impending quarrel with the caucus; and, theretore, he concentrated on trying to get somebody to run with him on the
Liberal ticket while simultaneously.threatening to resign if it could
be proved that he did not represent Newcastle Liberalism.

The person

most sought after by Coven was John Morley, the Radical editor of the
l'ortnigl!tl1 R9view, ·who was extremely anxious to enter Parliament.
Morley, in his correspondence

w~th

Chamberlain in early 1877,

made tew complimentary references concerning Cowen.

Yet, these letters

seem to suggest that Radicalism needed Cowen.7 A temporary rift
occurred when the "London Letter" that spring accused Morley of "a not
Yery manly mode of procedure 0 concerning his supposed candidacy for
Stoke by "collecting recommendatiocs from second-rate statesmen, 11 8
5chronicle. February 14, February 15, 1876, March 15, March 24,
6, M~ 4, May 9, July 3, July·1a, 1877, &J)d.January 26,

April 5, April
1878.

.

6Aa.ron Watson, A llevap9er Men's ffemoirs., 44-47.
1See , for ex.ample• letter, Morley to Chamberlain, April 14,

1877,

C~riain

Pa.pen, 5/54/166.

· Chronicle, April 9, 1877.

--

84
Morley wrote a letter to The Times which denied seeking the credentials
and claimed to have denied previously any candidacy for the borough.9
Even before his letter was published, however, Morley revealed to
Chamberlain that he wished his letter retuting Coven's charge had not
been sent. 10
'<-·.:Yet, Morley's letter seems to have had no great effect on Cowen,
who still insisted he wanted to retire at the end of the session and
said John Morley vould be "a very good man" to run alongside a local
candidate at his next election.

Cowen also wrote that Chamberlain had

tJpoken to him "twice or thrice" about Morley's candidacy and that,
although Cowen did not know Morley, "everyone that does know [him]
speaks of h'im in warm terms."ll

..

There is no proof, however, that anything further was done concerning this matter until November 28, 1877, when Morley a.nd Cowen had
a conversation concerning .Morley's candidacy in devcastle.

As a result

of the meeting, Morley informed his sister that, although the question
of the Newcastle seat was "left open," he had "pretty well decided" not
to be a candidate.

"I only shrink a little before taking the final

plunge OUT of Parliament," he a.dded. 12

Yet, througho1,1t December and

January, Morley's letters to Chamberlain were filled with indecision

9Tha Times, April ll, 1877.
10Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, April 10, 1871, Chantberlain
Papers, 5/54/162.
llLetter, Coven to Watson, May 22, 1877, Corder, 222.
12Letter, Morley to his e~ster, December 2, 1877, Hirst, II, 55.
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concerning his possible Candidacy.

On December 27, he informed Cham-

berlain that he was "ashamed to confess an absolute ina.bili ty to say a
plain and firm NO to Cowen."

By January 3, Morley admitted to Cham-

berlain that he had reversed his previous decision:
But finally'to shut the door against the only REAL chance I have
ever had or probably ever shall have to the House of.Commons is
more than I can do in my reviving health. So I've written a line
to Cowen to say that when the time.comes, he can use Tif:/ name, if
it still seems good. Don't think more ill of me than you can
help.13
On January 25, Cowen informed Watson of Morley's willingness to become
a candidate for Newcastle.

Coven's mention of Morely was in connection

with his desire "to say with perfect frankness and in all sincerity,
•
that I should be extremely glad to be relieved of the position I hold
as one of the Members for the Borough. 11 14
In his letter to Watson, Cowen emphasized that he was not necessarily recommending Morley.

In fact, Cowen had made an

a.rrangemen~

to

run together with Watkin W:ill.iaas, M.P., who was struggling against the

caucus in Denbeigh and was opposed to being "a mere delegate." 1 5 Morley
'

· vaa warned of this by Chamberlain, bat on February 13, he replied to

Chaaberlain's accusation by saying that Coven "could hardly have done

as you have been told, in ta.ce of his last letter to me some weeks ago.

He is a bad politician, but I hope he's an hoJLOurable man."

By mid-

April, however, Morley's letters to Chamberlain reveal a complete
l~amberlain Papers, 5/54/195 and 5/54/197•
14corder, 224. · ·
.
15For inform.at.ion on Williama and Nevcastle, see The Times,
April 16, 18T8, a.ml Ce!!JM.1", April 19, 1878.•
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disillusionment with Cowen concerning his invitation to williams.
Apparently, Morley had, upon Chamberlain's advice, discreetly inquired
about Williams.

On April 17, Morley wrote Chamberlain that he had

written Cowen about Williams and that Cowen "ought to have a slight
touch of the whip for malting a fool of his betters."

Again, on April

24, Morley wrote that he bad received a reply from J. c.·"(the .~

J.

c.,

not the g6od J• C.k~ Morley enclosed Coven's reply which he

felt was "no answer" to his question.

Consequently, Morley declared

he would soon write Cowen "that I counted on his special support, that
I don't understand his l.ine, and that I wiil withdraw my name."16

'

In early March, while Cowen was involved in political negotiations
with

Willi~

and Morley, the Executtve Committee of tJie Liberal Asso-

.ciation suc1denly recommended that the General Committee sel.ect Albert
Grey to be Coven's colleague at the next general election.

By selecting

Grey, a Whig and an opponent or disestablishing the Church, the Association, in apparent opposition to Cowen, chose a candidate who could
not accept the issue which Cowen felt could unite Liberals:

separation

ot church and state.17 What temporarily upset.this arrangement

vas the

decision at the meetiag ot the General Committee on March 25, that Grey
should contest the bye-election in South Northumberland..

sequently

defe~ted,

vited him again to

Grey was sub-

and the Newcastle General Committee unanimously inconte~t

Bewcastle.

At the meeting of the General

Committee• J. H •. Rutherford, a staunch Coweni te, nominated Grey, and .

J.

w.

Pease, a Gladstone supporter, insisted that Cowen "heartily con-

curred" in the choice otGrey.

Almost everyone.was optimistic that

l6chamberlain P1q>era, 5/54/207, 5/54/211-12.
17Chronicle, t4roh 2T, .1878.
·
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Grey's identification with Coven concerning the agitation would now outweigh
all differences and the annual· report ot the Association announced "It
is with great pleasure that the Con111ittee are able to say that the two
Liberal candidates will work together with one Committee and a mutual
desire to aid one another."18 Bevertheless, throughout the second half
or 1878 there were constant rumors tba.t Grey might reconsider being the
nominee of the South North•berland Liberal Aasociation.19

B7 the end

ot 1879,_ Grey agreed to contest South Northumberland partl;y- because of
Coven's supposed ref'usal to run jointly vitb him; thus, there was once

more a vacancy on the Libera.l ticket to: levcastle.
Shortly after Grey with<lrev trom the Newcastle contest, the

Liberal Aasociat:f.on contacted Morlet, vao e%pla.ined hie decision
contest Rewcutle with c.o11u.dictory reasons.

lain, Morley wrote ,

net

In a letter to Chaaber-

,.In no case would I like to have anything to do

vitb that slippery tell.ow

~.

c.,

by wh• 1· mean neither· Julius

a.or the still greater be~l' of those initials .. "

In a letter

Caesar

or

November ·19 to his sister, Morley' aaid. it was too late tor hill to
accept the Newcastle otter b_ecause he had already agreed to run in

Weatainster.

to

Morley clailiaed, however, that he would have preferred

llevcaetle "because it is JaOre radic.i and because the re.cove17 or the
•econcl seat troa ~'1->though't to be cert.ain.tt20
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By his own admission, Morley was only one of many individuals

considered by the Association.

On November 21, a deputation from the

Liberal Association asked J. W. Pease, a prominent Quaker banker and
member of the Association, to contest Newcastle, but he declined for
reasons of business.21

Until January 10, 1880, there were strong

rumors that Isaac Lovthian Bell would contest Newcastle for the Association, but on January 10, he declined Newcastle in order to seek reelection for Hartlepoo1.22

.
Ashton Dilke,

The candidate eventually selected was

a Radical publisher, brother of Sir Charles, and son-in-

law of T. E. Smith.

The issue had been band.led so quietly that Sir

Charles was startled when his brother suddenly revealed an interest in
Bewcastle.

Sir Charles' reply

afte~

he heard of his brother's interest

-

was, "You can win Newcastle I should think--but?
hates your Polish views and would not like you?)"

the cost.

(Cowen

It must be understood.

that Sir Charles felt Ashton could win even without Coven's support;
such a thing would have been almost impossible two years earlier.23
It must be emphasized that the Association always claimed it

was seeking .a candidate to run along with Cowen although Coven periodically hinted that he would not seek re-election.

On May 22, 1877, Coven

informed Watson he was "v~ry desirous not to return to Parliament."
On January 25, 1878, Cowen again -wrote Watson that he desired not to
return to Parliament and that Newcastle Liberals should consider his
wishes on the subject.

Within tive days, hmtever. Cowen received a

~1Put ivents tor l8I2 (Newcastle.: Fred. Gosman, 1880), entry
for Noveaber · 21.
22~picle, Je.aua.ey 12, l88o.
.
.
23Le'tter, Sir·Charlea Dil,ke to:Aahton Dilke, 1879, Dilke Papers,

ADD MSS 43902, t.113.
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vote of confidence from the Liberal Association, which dared not break
with so powerful a politician.

As a result, Cowen informed Watson on

January 30 that, although he was still anxious to be freed from Parliamentary duties, he would "let the matter rest for the present. 11 24
Throughout the spring o:f' 1878, there were numerous reports of Coven's
decision to retire.

The Examiner and the Scotsman, for example,

emphasized that Cowen had definitely decided not to seek re-election.25
In addition to the struggle over the power to nondnate M.P.s
on the Liberal ticket, there were other :factors which strained relations
between Cowen a.nd the Association.

Most important was the continued

criticism of Liberals in the "London Letter" and in the rest of the
Cbropicle af'ter the Eastern Questioa had ceased to be of primary
interest.

In general, the "Letters" continued to praise the.past

policy of the Government on the Eastern Question and the present policy
concerning Afghanistan.

It would be more difficult to generalize about

the "Letters'" attitude toward the Zulu Wars except to say that it wu
indecisive.

Hartington was the Liberal leader most praised;

rarely; Chamberlain, never.

Gladstone,

The Conservative leaders Beacons:f'ield and

Northcote were generally only mildly criticized.
The Association, by the spring of 1878• was split into tbree
groups; a majority, which. strongly supported Gladstone, a.n. influential
pro-Coven minority, and an extremely small group ot fanatical antiCowenitea.

The pro-Cowenites were led by Rutherford and T.S. Alder,

both ot the Association'• executive board.

Thia group would praise

21'cord.er, 222, 22-. ·, 226.
251!91ner and 1)e Spot!!M aa quoted

'by

Couraet, March 1, 1878.
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Cowen at public meetings of the Association and would stress the danger
of Russia.

The anti-Coven band was headed by Henry Whitten, a tea

merchant who periodically plastered Newcastle with crude anti-Cowen
posters.

Whitten and his followers would also propose anti-Cowen

resolutions at meetings protesting the possibility of war with Russia,
and at various Liberal gatherings.

At the annual meeting of the New-

castle Liberal Association on March 21, 1879, Whitten complained about
the lack or publicity on the meeting, the Association's endorsement

of

Cowen, and its re-election of' Watson as president of the Association
since Watson had been Coven's election agant in 1874.

At an anti-war

Meting on May 12, 1879, John Atkinson, af'ter denouncing Cowen, claimed

that the Chronicle was a veb.icle foP concealed Tory ideas and that, most
or Bevcastle opposed Coven's foreisn policy.

On November 8, at a speech

or Coven's, Whitten failed in an attempt to pass a no-confidence Tote

against Coven.26 The Whitten fol.lowers were extremely noisy but
numericallyinsisnificant, although the Tories insisted that "the•e persistent attacks are"got.up and paid tor by the Liberal Association, and
that the name at the end [Whitten] is merely a blind. 11 27
Most Association members. who strongly supported Gladstone,
e~esaed

great annoyance at Coven's support of Beaconatield.

Never-

theleas, these members alva;ya tried. to refute the extreme anti-Coven
speeche.s of the Wbi tten clique.
ship

wi~h

Wataon generally streased his friend-

Cowen while .swan praised Coven's past record and his right to

acme lati tll4e on the Ee.stern Question.

O:tten, ·however, they denounced

26Cjroniclp, -~, 21', J4V 13, and November 10, 1879.
2'fcouryt, Aagwtt 16,1878.
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the Chronicleis attacks on Liberalism, though they occasionally separated
Cowen from the reporting of the Chronicle.

John Cameron Swan also wrote

a number of letters to the Chronicle protesting either the gist of the
"London Letter" or some editorial he dislik.ed.28
According to Ma.yfair, a weekly which Cowen half-owned but which
Lucy controlled, Newcastle in 1874 had made a "muddle" by returning a
Tory but since the controversy over the Eastern Question "every politici&n who takes even the slightest interest in

~ewcastle

must have

felt somewhat humiliated by the position she has occupied in more than

one division, during the last session."

It also stressed the necessity

tor strong organization and denied that Cowen, who probably did not represent Newcastle opinion, had the '1right to di~tate" to the consti tu•
tency.29

Exactly the opposite view wa.s taken by the Radical Examiner,

which viewed Coven's actions a.s "manly" and entitled to the thanks of
"all men who have yet a spark of feeling for human rights and political
honour.n

.

The Eaminer also claimed that "Liberals meriting· their name

will stand by the action of a Member who, whilst placing principle above
party, has given ample evidence of his genuine Liberalism."30

By the fall of 1879, variations of the above arguments of Mayfair
and the Examiner were used privately both

by

the adherants of the Assa-

ciation and by Cowenites, so that a break appeared imminent.

.

Consequently,

in 9rder to heal the rupture, Lord Hartington arrived in Newcastle on
28chronicle, March 22, May 13, and April 24, 1879. On November 24,
while Gladstone stopped at Carlisle, John Cameron Swan, representing the
Nevcastle Liberal Association and the Junior·Liberai Club, presented Gladstone with an address favoring his views on the Eastern Question. Gladstone indicated he was hap-py that the address repr~sented the opinion or
most lwcastle Liberals; see Chronicle, November 25, 1879.
29Ma.ytair, February ll, 1879.
30ExQ.Ddner, July 26, 1879.
·
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September 18.

He managed to unite the various groups, and Cowen was

present at all functions and made short speeches concerning non-controversial matters.
As to the effect of the visit, Sir William Harcourt, in response
to Sir Charles Dilke's request tor information, wrote at the end of
September' "I hear frOlll a.11 sides th.at

~18 v~si t WU a

Cowen ([Sir Henry] Havel.ock writes me)

h&d

are at success '

to bow the hull completely."31

Leonard Courtney, M. P.,9 also emphasized to Stead that liavelock's
letters showed Cowen's cliDtinishing influence and thus proved, accord-

in& to Courtney, what Stead had written in the Nort.bern Ecbo e.bout
"I could bope," wrote Courtney, "that Mr. Coven

Cowen and the caucua,.

would be instructed by- what he has

come inaccessible to teaching.

but I am afraid be has be-

~een,

We c.n, however, af':ford him bis per-

ver~enesa it it is inettectual to mislead others. 11 32 Morley ud Chuberlain, however, vieW'e4 Hartincton's :Newcastle visit as anything but
a deteat for Cowen.

Mori.et d.eclved he vaa "disgusted" with Coven's

paper def"ending the Govenune'1.t polic7 in Afghanistan, adding, "In spite
.

'

ot all this,

receptions."

,

wtu~t

Cbam~rl&in

viait in greater

..

.

.

bwsin••• bu such a tell.ow to take part in liberal

d~t&il

explai.-dhie view to Stead o:f Hartington's

.than Morl.yi .

I conteas that ·a.t first glance I should have read the results
dif't•rently, and sho~d have supposed. that the person who really
triumphed throlighout. the buainess waa Mr. Cowen •. For what is the
cuet Mr. Coven claims the right to take M independent and
antagonistic line· to the Liberal ~1 in retereace to certain

31Lett.er, HarcOurt t~ Dilk.e, ·Sept••~• 181~. Dilke Papers, ADD MSS
-3890.1 t.104.
. ',,;.·~''
' ,'• . . .
·•..
.· ..
3"t.tter, COurt1M7 ~· .~.-.i •. Sept.._r ·25, 1879, Stead Papers.
'

'

I

'
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questions of the greatest importance. I do not blame him for
this. I have not the least doubt that he is perfectly honest
in his conclusions, but as a matter of fact on most of the
important decisions of the last few Sessions 1-ir. Cowen ha:s
either voted with the Gov't or refrained from voting at all,
yet he wishes to remain a member of the Liberal Party and to
retain the Liberal support by which he has been returned to
Parliament. In this wish he is assisted by Lord Hartington
who comes to Newcastle ·at his invitation, who attends dinners and
meetings at which he presides or is one of the chief speakers.
I can only hope that if ever it should be my fate to· differ as
widely from the leaders and the bulk of my party as Mr. Cowen
has done, that I may be as gently treated by both.33
Stead, in various letters to Gladstone, stressed the fact that the
London papers and even

'~keen

observers" such as Chamberlain had mis-

understood completely "the political effect of Lord Hartington's visit
upon Coven's apostasy."

Stead admitted that Cowen "personally" was

..

"popular enough but politically his influence appeared tq be nil."
Stead claimed that l'iewcastle Liberals gave a "vehement and overwhelmine:
repudiation" of Coven's "political heresies," and that they greeted
"every renunciation of jingoism" when Hartington spoke.
claimed that Newcastle

Lib~rals

He also

were delighted to shov how they differed

.from Cowen "without creating a positive split in the party."

The real

result, accor.ding to Stead, was "a gratifying ma.riifestation of the
devotion of Tyneside 0 to Gladstone.

Stead also emphasized how much

the liewcastle Liberal Association desired that Gladstone stop at Newcastle on his way to Midlothian in

oi-~er

to receive an&ddress from

the Asaociation."34
33tetters, Morle7 ,to C~J>Wn;. ~:P~•ber 18', 1879, Chamberlain
to Stead. 1 September 30, ~&~9, C~~~ti"P..,e~!ll 1 5/~4/273 and 5/4k/28.
• 31f.Letters, Ste'-4<lP Ql*4sto•,.r.'<:)qto~., 1~79• Glad.stone Papers,
ADD MSS

44303.I f'.~~l.~"':'b\' · ;;}f.~{;.-'/~·:
. /:

'

The
in vain.

~iberal

hope that Hartington's visit would quiet Cowen was

On .fovember 8, Cowen did praise the .lewcastle Liberal Asso-

ciation for its "generous and a:ffectionate treatment of him."

3even

days later, however, Cowen opposed those Liberals whose "recent speeches
have lost their effect through passing denunciat·ions too far."

Cowen

also explained "the diff'erences that have recently arisen between myself and an influential section of the constituency. 11• 'l'hese differences,
according to Cowen, were due to the desire of those Liberals to change
the "centuries-old" foreign policy of England.

"With extreme reluctance,

I had to sever myself, on this subject, from men with whom on other
questions I cordially agreed."
electors had the right to insist

Cowen again insisted thatthe Newcastle
th~t

their representatives either suo-

port the foreign policy ob,jecti ves of the Liberal Party or resign.

If

his policies merited the disapproval of the electors, Cowen promised
to return immediately to private life "without any.feeling of bitterness or of the slightest sense of disappointment. 11 35

On December 3, at

the opening of the iforth Shields Liberal Association, one theme of
Cowen's speech again stressed the exaggeration of "party ferV'our" which
would permit individuals, such as a Lancashire candidate, to declare
"I canna speak, I know now't of politics, but I stink o' brass; and if you

send me to the Big House I' 11 vote sti f.f for the party."

Cowen also de-

clared he was more c.oncerned for Liberal principle's than party uniformity
and that he was a representative and would never be a delegate for az:iy
group.36
35chronicle, November 10; 1879.
36Jones, iL~-52~

Jones, 126 ...43.
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Members of the Liberal Association hoped, however, that Cowen
would modify his views on January 31, 1880, at his annual address to his
constituents.

Instead, during this speech Cowen reiterated his Russo-

phobia, praised the Government and criticized Gladstone:
contention in a sentence. is that our external empire should
be maintained and defended• as ll\lch in the interests or freedom
~d civilization as in the interests of England and its distant
dependencies; that ve cannot honourably and withaut danger shrink
from the responsibilities that our history and our position as
the.oldest, and one ot the chief ot free states in.the world•
entail upon us; that the security of our dominions in the Eaat
and the equilibrium ot Europe were threatened by the advance
ot Russia on Constantinople; that the action this country took,
although it was open to objection in its details, was necessary,
and in the main judicious;. that it largely contributed. to thwart
the dangerous, the acgressive. designs of Russia; has protected our
present, and ma.de provision for our obtaining an improved way. to
India; may help to secure bet~r government for Turkey; and h&a
strengthened the infiuence of England in the councils ot Europe.
My

The speech also denounced Russia as "a devouring political mechanism"
which annihilated more than fifty nationalities.

Its governmentt

which was "Asiatic rule, bastardized by German bureaucracy" has consiatently attempted to annex territory in all directions; and, sometimes, such as in the recent plot against Turkey, Russian subterfuge

was so cleverly camout'laged that even Cowen admitted he was fooled at
tirst.

Cowen praised the Treaty of Berlin for obtaining the best

possible settleinent, such aa the provision which gave Austria control or
Boznia and thus made tbe Russian acquisitic>n of' Constantinople "all but

impossible." · Cowen also stressed that th• ac·'l,uisi.tion
in the tuture. bett,r en&ble Sngl.and. to !'eaist·
,j

that the· al>rogation

or

;.

tbe:,:.~1't&t7 et

dictatorship" 'by Russia

-~

RU$si~

ot Cyprus would

aggression and

Saa Stephano preventea a

ov•~·· t1'0 c6nttnenta.

It.

th~

"virtual

Government's
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foreign policy should be criticized, said Cowen, it should be for its
occasional "tameness and timidity."

Cowen also denounced those Liberals

who accused the Government of being "mal.evolent and malicious," or who
were unable to comprehend the serious Turkish attempts to reform abuses,
or who censored and ostracized other Liberals for defending the foreign
policy of the Government.

He criticized Gladstone specifically by

quoting the late Earl Russell as to Gladstone's ineptitude in foreign
policy and his opposition to a political reform bill of Russell's.
Cowen also alluded to the educational bungling of the last Gladstonia.n
Government as being responsible for the alienation of the Irish and
Nonconformists and the consequent Liberal defeat in 1874.

Cowen

especially emphasized the importance"of India and the danger of a
Russian takeover which led subsequently to a justification ·or the
Government's policy in Afgha.nistan.37
The reaction of the press to Cowen's speech' was general.ly favorable.

The !eleg,raph, Standard, Morning Advertiser, ¥orkshire Post,

Leeds Mercury, Pall Mall Gazette, and the Morning Post, according to
the C&onicle 's excerpts·' praised Cowen' s views. 38

The Tim.es praised

Coven's speech as "the common growid on which all political parties
rJl&1' meet and Join hands."39

The Exaininer, in a full-page article en-

titled "'l'he Real Champion," supported the entire speech, except for
Coven's defense of the Government's Afghanistan policy.

'l'he Exami£1!r

further declared that the speech reveal.ed the "honest opinion of a tnue
37Cb.ronicle, February 2, 1680. Jones, 153"""T6' .. ·
38chrgnj.cle, Febrµariy "·· 1680.
39'.Che Times, Febi:'U&ry 2, 1880.
'·
'
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Liberal, of one whom the desire for place does not affect and whom the
fear of a. defeat at the next general election does not sway. 11 40
The reaction of Conservatives was naturally favorable.

A. W,

Hall, M. P. for Oxford, speaking at a Conservative rally on February 3,
praised Coven's courage and his support or the Government's foreign
policy.

It was because of M.P.s such as Cowen, who ''mor~ truly repre-

sented the Old Whig party • • • that Her Majesty's Government were ena.bled to pursue with a strong hand, a policy which had averted a
European war," said Ha.11.41 W. H. Smith, speaking at Westminster,
also praised Cowen for demonstrating the strength and courage of his
convictions. 42

On February 4, at a meeting of the Lonp.benton Conserva-

tive Association, Edward Ridley, M.P., also devoted a significant
portion or his speech to praising Coven's January 31 address.43
More important than mere praise was the action of the National
Union ot ConseJ:'Vative Associations concerning "this most remarkable
speech" which "has had an unpreeedented circulation, no less than
178 ,OOO copies having been issued by the National Union a.lone."

Welsh translation was also extensive~ circulated.44

A

Conservatives

utilized this speech, according to W.T. Stead's broadside of March 18,
by circulating it tbro\JChout every constituency.45

40.Eej.ner, February 7, 1880.
.
4~e Times, February 4, 188o.
·
4i111am Saunders, Tbe Nev Parlip!!nt 1680 {London: Cassel,
Petter, Galpin, and co., 1800}, 57.
43chronicle, P'ebl'uary 5, 1880.
44Report ot the remeentb AnnW Meetiy. ot .the Bational Union
ot ConserYative As1oc&ai1oria.• July 23, i816; 84 W$:t.i:onal 100,000 copies
were printed by s. Rat• Co,9 see 'I)• Ti.9f111 ?ebtu&ry 19, 1880; Coven's
usual pµblisber al•o ~ed a large number o:r·copies.
45Glad8tone Papere, ADJ> ~ 44303, r. 332 •.
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A handful of Liberals who, like Cowen, supported the foreign
policy of the Government, also praised the speech.

One such individual

was George Clive, M. P. for Hereford, who on February 27, defended
Coven's speech against the attacks of the local Liberal Association.
Coven's speech, according to Clive, explained why the latter attached
"more importance to the securit7 and welt'are of our Empire than to a
party triumph, and why I refused to join in the attack on the foreign
policy of the Government." 46 In the Tyneside area, T. E. Smith, in
his election address of February 21, also supported the Government on
I

the Eastern Question and viewed much criticism of the Government on
this issue as "unjust and unpatriotic."

w.

B. Beaumont, in a letter

to Edward Mather of February 23 also announced his support of the
Government on the Eastern Question and his decision to run as an Independent.

Neither, however, mentioned Coven's speech specifically.47

Th~~action

disappointment.

of the typical Liberal politician was one of

Arthur Arnold, Liberal M. P. for Salford, on February

25, defended the Manchester School ideology and declared that Cowen
merely repeated the Russophobic ideas of Lord Dudley Stuart's speech
of tourt7-four years ago.

To Arnold, Cowen was simply unable to

moderate "the generous heat of youthful impulse."48

Chamberlain. in a

speech at Darlington on February 3 beto,.. the National Liberal Federation,

46'nie Times, March 2, 1880. Cour&ilt, Mai-ch 5·, 1880. See also
iJ }I§ (Oxford:· The Oxtord Univer-

TreYer Lloyd, The Geper!;l Stction
sity Prgss, 196n), to ..· . .
.

·. ·.

··~%'r;

J9¥onic1e. February 23, -.nd Feb~ 25, 1880.
!jicl., February 27, l~.:

..

.
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criticized Cowen's speech as a mi:Xture of "Quixotic enterprizes."

If

Cowen's ideas were followed, Chamberlain predicted, England would be
forced into war. 49 Harcourt, in a speech before the Liverpool Reform
Club on February 5, treated Cowen's speech with derision.

Cowen, he

claimed, could not be labelled a Conservative, but:
the Conservative Government, the Conservative :party and the
Conservative papers glorify Mr. Joseph Cowen in every note of
the gamut. (Laughter) I see they are demanding that his speech
in favour of Her Majesty's Government should be printed in
letters of pure gold, and that it is to be disseminated in every
part of the country. (Laughter) Now, th~t is the way in which
they are.treating the Home Rule member for Newcastle. They are
making him a hero, which is a greater thing than making him even
a lord, (Loud laughter a.nd "Here, Here" ). And I venture to make another
prophecy, .that when next ,there is an election at Newcastle, every
effort or the Conservative party will be used to return those two
:Home Rulers to the House of Commdns (Hear, Hear) Well, we are
very sorry that· a man with -the ability and eminence of Mr. Coven
· differs f~om us; but it is the fortune of all parties to have
among them one who is much wiser, much more virtuous, much more
independent, and much more patriotic than the whole of the rest
or the party. {Loud cheers).50
John Bright did not comment publicly on the· speech but informed Watson
that "happily.in this case the Tories have gained nothing by his speech
and their wide circulation of it."

In Bright's opinion, Coven's

"erratic course" was due primarily to his "vanity."51

G.ladstone, of

course, was informed by a number of correspondents of the effect of
Coven's speech; but, apparently, he chose not to comment on it directly.
He

did, however, deny C<>Wen's allegation that the late Lord Russell

had cr.iticized Gle.dstone.52

49irhe Times, February 5, l.~o.• Chropirl.e,

February

4, 1880.

50Tiie .:riaee , J'ebr\l&J7 1 , 1880 •..·
·. ·
51Letter, Bright to Wat·son, Aptil. 22·, i880, Corder, 235-36.
52The· Times, March 11. 188Q.
· ·.. · ·
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Liberals were quite alarmed at the Tory utilization of Coven's
speech.

The monthly Congregationalist announced in March, 1880, that

the Tories were distributing 100,000 copies of the speech and stressed
that of all the campaign speeches "there has not been one which so
aer•ously damaged the Liberal party as that delivered by Mr. Cowen."53

w.

T. Stead, besides attacking Cowen and his speech 'in the Northern Echo,

issued on March 18 "The Electors Guide," which attempted to refute the
arguments of' Coven's speech.54

More important, however,. was.the speech

r.r

24, which

Sir .Mouatstua.rt Grant Dutt, at Northe.llerton on February

answered the arguments ot Coven and was later published as a pamphlet
by

the. Liberal Central Association.55
Concerning politics vi thin Newcastle, hove;;.er, ·the speech had

little ef'f'ect.

John Cameron Swan, who was present on the platform,

said, immediately after the speech, that the issue of foreign policy
should be a "perfectly open" question among Liberals.56

Watson H.

James, who was travelling through iewcastle at this time, informed
Gladstone or the effect of

C~n's

speech in Newcastle.

He claimed

that the "proper course" tor Newcastle Liberals should be to take Cowen
at his word "and make him retire, but this they won't do."

Jam.es,

turthermore,cclaimed that it Liberal.a allowed Cowen enough rope. he
would "eventually come to quiet. 11 57

53.rbe Copsresatigpalist, March, 1880, 220.
54Letter, Stead to Gladstone, March, 1880; see Gladstone Papers,
ADD MSS 44303, rr.328, 332.
55For a rUll account or .his speech, see Chx'oniele, February 24,
1880; see also Sir Mountstuart I. Grant Dutt, Notes 'From a Diary. l873-l.88J.
(London: Jahn Murrq, 1898), II, 207.
.
56chronicle, Feb~ 2, .l88o.
5lLetter, W. H. J.-es. to Gl.&4st0ne, February, 188o, Gladstone
Papers. ADD MSS 44462 I rt. 59~.
.
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It was never a question of dropping Cowen that concerneJ the
Association but rather an attempt to make him run with Ashton Dilke.
Throughout the Newcastle ward meetings in January, which not only elected members to the Executive and General Committees, but also made recommendations concerning Liberal nominees for Parliament, the one basic
theme was that foreign policy should be an open

question~

Not only

Cowenites, but even R. S. Watson, before the Elswick Ward Liberal Association on January 14, praised Cowen by declaring that "a more honest

man never walked God's earth" and that "if Newcastle ever had a good
all-round representative it had that representative in Joseph Cowen."58

In fact, there was absolutely no criticism of Cowen by the Liberal
Association throughout the election, and when the followers of Whitten
denoun<red Cowen they were promptly ridiculed by th"e Association.59
There was also no opposition to Dilke on the part of Cowenites
or the Chronicle.

Cowen told Dilke that he had given "preemptory in-

structions that no offensive word shall be published either against you
or the .Liberal Association. 11 60

Throughout the contest the Chronicle

stressed the admirable qualifications of Dilke, praised his campaign

stamina, and claimed that the method

by

which Dilke was interviewed

and endorsed by the Liberal Association was satisfactory and straight-

rorward. 61
58chronicle, Januar.r 15, 1880.
59fbid., March 15, 1880 •
6o
. Letter, Cowen to A. Dilke, n.d., Cowen Papers, F44.
61£&onicle, January 2l., March 10, March 13, and February 9, 188o.
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Ashton Dilke first spoke before a Newcastle audience on January
20 at a Liberal meeting of the St. John's and St. Nicholas' wards.

In

this speech, Dilke praised Coven extensively (although dissenting from
him concerning the Eastern Question), and he indicated his desire to
run jointly with Cowen.

On February 4, the Liberal Association formally

endorsed Cowen and Dillte.

~e

chairman ot the meeting, J.

w.

Pease,

admitted it might be illogica.l f'or them to support Cowen but "English-

men are an illogical race."

On February 5, at a meeting of Newcastle

electors and non-electors, Coven and Dillte were endorsed, the former
over the vehement objection of Whitten, who was joined by a few other
•upporters in his advocacy of a plump tor Dilke.62
Throughout the campaign, Dil..ta not only praised Cowen on almost
everything, but claimed also that Cowen bad told him that if Dilke

were chosen by the Liberal A.Ssociation then Cowen would run jointly
with him.

He also consistently pleaded with Liberals

to

split their

ticket and emphasited that Cowen would head the poll and had so many
votes that plumping was unnecessary.
eVel'.',

As the campaign continued, how-

Dilke became .defensive concerning his relationship with Cowen.

On February 11,
"turio~s"

he wrote to the

~

denying its charge that Coven was

at his candidacy. · Instead, Dillte claimed his "personal and

political. relations" with Coven were "most· :friendly" and that "I have
still every reason to suppose that the divergence in our political opinions will not eventually prove a barrier to our united action."63

62Ibid., January 22, February 5, .nd FebrU8.l'f 7, .1880.

63ald.. , Feb~ .T,

and February 12, 1880.

·
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By March 11, Dilke, responding to a question by admitting the

improbability of the existence of a joint committee with Cowen, predieted the formation of two committees with

ov~rlapping

membership.

At a rally the following day he announced the reception of a telegram
from Cowen pledging his imminent arrival in Newcastle, and he said
Cowen would then squelch all rumours by endorsing Dilke as the second
Liberal nominee for Newcastle.

This meant, according to Dilke, "that

they vould fight the battle of Liberal.ism shoulder to shoulder."

On

March 13, Dilke urged all Liberals to reme111ber that he and Cowen agreed
on ninety-nine per-cent of the domestic questions.

He also alluded to

conversations and letters between himself and Cowen but refused to reveal them "because if he did they would think he was merely hanging on
to Mr. Coven's coat tails and imploring their votes on that account."64
The reason for the

o~en-confusing

remarks

by

Dillte concerning

his relationship with Cowen a:'e due almost exclusively to the uncertainty or Cowen's plans tor the campaign.

What strained relations be-

"'9en Covenites and the Liberal Association during the campaign was
the action of Edmund Proctor at the annual meeting of the Liberal
Association on February 4; Proctor proposed

th~t

Cowen be supported as

Dillte's colleague and that all Liberals should "fight fairly."

The

Chronicle, in a February 9 editorial., insisted that wording the resolution so that Cowen should be Dilk..e'a colleague was a veiled insult to
Coven; furthermore, the 2B£oniele stressed the fact that many-

member~

ot the Association had been supporters of Headlu; and, therefore,
reference concer.nins tightinc

tair~

vas nothing but an attack on Cowen's

64 Ibid.,
·
ltfarch 13, and March 15,
March 19,"'1]80.

~he

oo~
1U9V.,
ColU"ant, March 12, and
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conduct during the last General Election.

In a series of letters to the

Chronicle, supporters of Cowen agreed with the Chronicle's accusations
and often advocated a separate committee for Cowen.

Proctor, in a letter

to the Chronicle dated February 10, apologized for the poor wording of
the resolution, insisted no insult was meant, and claimed to have been
exclusively responsible for the resolution's wording.

J. I. Nicholson,

one of the most ardent Cowenites, in a letter the following day denied
Proctor's assertions and declared the resolution was deliberate and premeditated.

More than a month later, on March 10, the Executive Com-

mittee of the Liberal Association apologized for placing Dilk.e's name
first and for the words "fight fairly" and requested the electors to
elect Cowen and Dilke as lewcastle ripresentatives.65
Cowen personally complicated desires for unity by attacking the
caucus in a speech in the House of Commons on February 24.

The basic

theme of the speech was Coven's advocacy of a new Parliament every fi•e
years, and most of the speech simply cited historical precedents supporting more frequent elections.

Toward the end of the speech, he warned

that the increased suffrage and complex electoral process had so increased the power of party organizations that constituencies would soon
be controlled by "cliques and caucuses."

Cowen fel:t that this "excessive

combination" by political groups could best be prevented by frequent
eleetions.66

'

More atartling, however, was Coven's letter to R. K.

Creighton, secretary

o~

the i•wcastle

L~bera.l

Association, in which he

resigned his memberahi.p in the Association and ret'used to give further

65Cbroniel.e 1 JI'~~ ;~ F•bruary 9, February.11, February 12,

Feb~ 13, 'and March

6Hansard,

1±1_1880.~

.··· ..

CCL (lmJO), 1332-333.
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financial support.67
The resignation meant, theref'ore, that Cowen would not work with
the Association during the campaign• but Cowen had also hinted that he
would not seek re-election largel.y because of' his disagreement with the
Association.

As early as January 26, Morley asked Chamberlain, "What

mean these rumours of Coven's retirementt 11 68

Shortly thereafter, Swan

and Dr. Rutherford together tried to persuade Cowen to run for re-

election~ 69 Cowen, however, informed T.

s.

Alder on February 6 that

he had notified Swan and Rutherford that he would postpone a decision
until the Association meeting was over and he had sufficient time to
discuss the matter with friends.TO

On March 13, according to the

Chronicle, Cowen informed a number o.f friends he was considering rEttirement,71 and the Journal mentioned rumours of Cowen's being replaced by
Albert Gre~.7 2
The basic reasons for Coven's considering retirement are tound
in a letter from Cowen to Watson on March 13.

Cowen assured Watson

that his candidacy would result in a most awkward situation
any joint committee inYolving
~nt,"

beca~se

himself' and Dilke would end in a "disagree-

and if Dilke ran with his own committee and lost, "the blame of

his defeat, however unjustl.y, wil.l be attributed to me."

Cowen.also

stressed his conviction that there was "a systematic attempt" on the
67Journal, February 26, 1880. This letter wa.S not published in
the Chro~le.
~ amberl•in Papers, 5/54/285.
9cff2nicle '· February 5, 1880.
70Ibid., February lO, 188o.
7lbid
1 -•• March 15; 1,880.

723'ownal, March 15, 1880.
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part of certain :iorthern individuals to villify him "not as a. politician,
but as a man," through anonymous letters to other M. P.s.

Thus, after

thinking about the problem "e.l.l night," he concluded:
It is quite clear that ~ position is just a source of trouble
and annoyance to the people ot Newcastle, and after deliberately
thinking over the whole thing, I can only see one satisfactory
solution and that is by me going out altogether. I have been
told that Albert Grey is not going to contest the County. His
opinions and Mr. Dilke's are in accord. If the Newcastle Liberals
can agree upon Mr. Dilke and Mr. Grey, I will give the business
up entirely.73
.
On the same day-, Cowen telegraauned •,r. S. Alder that Liberals should

adopt Grey and Dilke as their candidates since his own candidacy was
"a source of weakness a.nd trouble to Liberals."

.

In a letter to the

Chronicle, Alder insisted that Grey he.Q. definitely committed himself
tor South Northumberland; and, consequently, Liberals would have no
other satisfactory replacement for Cowen.

Alder also claimed, moreover,

that if a "powerful and representative requisition" were presented to
Coven, he might reconsider his decision to resign.74
This notion of a separate voluntary committee to request Cowen' s.

candidacy had: been advocated frequently in letters to tne Chronicle
&fter the alleged slight or Coven by the Liberal Association on
February 4.

The letters proposing a. voluntary committee had defended

Cowen in a number of' ways:

J. Robson had claimed the Liberal Association had

opposed Coven in an "U1,1derband".manner.whicb wa.a disg~aceful since at least
one-third of I.i"bera.l re•~ caD.e

.floe-. eo..-.n;

some writer• had offered to

7~order • 233-34, ·. , ,
. ..
, . . .
...
7 cprpp;cle, ~•.:is.
JOHtaM··
March, 15, 1880.
. . le&>:!
.
.
..
'

.
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subscribe money or volunteer their labor toward any voluntary committee;
one had even suggested Dilke should "place himself under Cowen's wing."
On February 13, T.

s.

Alder wrote the Chronicle that unless many elec-

tors formed a requisition to Coven requesting him to run, Cowen might
retire.75
What changed mere ta.llt ot a voluntary committee into action,
however, was

Co~n'

s threat not to seek re-elec.ti,on.

On March 15, a

number ot Coven's friends held a meeting, chaired.by J •. G. Youll, which
resolved to torm an independent committee to secure Coven's re-election.
The members of the committee included three aldermen, many councilmen
and various Covenite stalwarts such as Thomas Gregson and Captain New-

stead..

Almost immediately thereafter, the Chronicle

report~d

that. Cowen

had written to this impromptu committee that he would pl.ace himself at
the disposal of the constituency, and on March 1 T his f'ormal. election.
address announced his candidacy as a ''National Radical• 11 76

In a ·letter

to Watson on March 16, Coven denied any knowledge of the cOJJDDittee "til
I got· a circular yesterday morning and I ·sent it on to Smith at once."
Cowen claimed the support tor this committee va.s a reaction against
Whitten or the Association, and vas "much stronger than is
imagined."
cand.i~cy

~enerally

Cowen also stressed his opinion that the support for his
came not frC>llpoliticiuis but f'roDJ "the steady going old

Ne:wca.stle people with liberal instincts who have got it into their

head.a that some injustice bu been done. 1177
75cf:onicle, Pebr~ 10, Fe.bru&17 U, l68o, february 13, and
Februa~ 1 • 1880.
.
.. ·
6
Tu~i~.,
Marc~ 16. Jlareh l.T, and March 18. 1880.
TTCOrder,. 23S. . · . , · ·.
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This decision of Cowen' s and the previous rumors

of his resi1ma-

tion, plus his supposed hostility toward Dilke, naturally were viewed
as potential threats to Dilke's candidacy.

Although

Dil~e

publicly

praised Cowen for almost everything, privately he telegrammed Sir Charles
complaining of the Chronicle's being "either neutral or indifferent" to-

or

ward his own candidacy.

Learning

this charge, Cowen,·in a letter to

Ashton Dilke, denied it

and claimed he was "not conscious of a single jeer

or unpleasant word having been written or said about you" and that "from
the very first moment it was known in this office that you were coming
to Newcastle, a cordia.l. welcome was given to

~cu,"

despite the fact that

the Liberal Association had not the courtesy to inform Cowen
visit although they disclosed it to -other newspapers.

or

the

In the same·

letter Cowen promised to support Dil.ke but rejected a ,joint committee
because of, differences concerning foreisn policy a.s well as :froa the
unpleasant experience from his only previous "coalition."

Cowen &lso

warned that any "private bargain" between himself and Dilke which
would "ignore" the consultation of the electors would have unfavorable
repercussions on a.11 concerned.

Cowen a.l.so insisted that m0st Liberals

would split for both Liberal candidates as long as they felt certain
nothing secretive had been arranged.J 8 'l'he essence·of these arguments
was repeated in a Chronicle editorial on March 13 with the 8A141itional

argument that joint committees were not customary in Newcastle.79
During March, the Cowen-Dilke relationship seeJaed to improve.
By March 6, Ashton Dilke, according to Sir Charles, had "patched up" the

T8cowen Papers, :Ai.~
79ciu-onicle, March 13, 188o.
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f\1ed

with T. E. Smith concerning Cowen and Newcastle.Bo

Burt, at ·a Dilke

rally on March 13, disclosed that Coven "on more than one occasion and
only a few days ago" had praised DiJ.ke and even declared that "no candidate could possibly have been more acceptable to his feelings. 11 81

On

March 16, T. E. Smith, presiding at a Liberal meeting, revealed that
three days earlier Cowen

had agreed to appear at

a public meeting with

Dilke and had authorized Smith to pub11eize the joint appearance.82
At the rally, which Liberals had counted upon to eliminate dissension within the party, Cowen had an accident which not only prevented
him fJ:'Om speaking, but effectively ended his active participation in
the campaign for the remainder of the election.

Without an active

leader, Coven's committee had no program and drifted eventually in1io

..

almost a complete merger with the Dilk.e· campaign.
The Ch£onicle, however, at first did its best to prevent this.

On March 22, it printed the substance of the intended speech of Coven's
which stressed the idea that there can be a feeling of friendJ.iness,
sympathy and cordiality between the two candidates, but no joint

~liance.

Coven's subsequent election addresses (published but undelivered due to
his accident) said nothing of Dilke.

The Conservative papers

castle also tried to prove that Covenites had
Dilke campaign.

n~

~n

New-

connection with the

The Jo&n&l, tor example, reported that Coven'a com-

mittee rejected the attempt by the Association to portrq itself as the
electoral committee for both Liberals.

A. P. Harrison, in a letter to

80aillte Papers, .ADDMSS 43904, t. 47.
8lchronicle, March 15, .188o.
82fbld., Marcb 1T, 1880.
· .

-
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the Journal on March 25, insisted that Coven's brother John had assured
him Joseph Cowen "had nothing to do with Mr. Dillte and that he was
a perfectly independent candidate."

As the campaign progressed, how-

ever, the Chronicle paid little attention to the activity of Cowenites,
and by March 27, even the Journ!J. conceded that Cowen's candidacy was
"regarded as merged in that or Mr. Dil.lf,e. 11 83
The actual effect of Coven's accident was of great benefit to
Dilke because then Liberals coUld argue about how Cowen voUld have
helped Dilke.

At a Dilke meeting on March 19, Burt, James Birkett,

Watson a.nd Coven's son Joseph were on the platform.
Cowen would have urged

Di~e'

Burt insisted

s election while Dilke added th.at Cowen

.personally would have ended all doul>ts or uncertainty by supporting
Dilke.

John Birkett, a powerful trade union leader, claimed Cowen had

told him personally that he wanted Dilke as his colleague, and Watson

cl&imed Coven h&d told him within the past week that he (Cowen) "would
do everyth~ng in his power to promote the triumphant success of

Dilke."

Mr.

On March 31, Dr •. Rutherford declared publicly that be would

split for Dillte and Cowen'&nd that he regretted that Cowen personally

was unable to endorse Dilke on March 19 and thus elilninate completely
"all the rumours which had been spread about by their enemies."8 4
As a result

or

tbe accident, Watson decl!.l"ed on March 22 that

the Association would work· tor Coven's election, and on March 25 Dilke

83cbronicle.Mar~h 22, 1880. ~'March a6, ud March 27, 1880.
84C\ironie:f..e, ~ch 22, 1880. ~. April 1,. l8So·. ·

.

\
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stre•sed that Cowen's misfortune would only make Liberals work even
harder for him.

Dilkites a.lso actively distributed cards with an "X"

next to the names of Coven and Dilke and c&nvassed for both.85

The

disappearance of an active Cowenite campaign committee had a disastrous
e:ffect upon Conservative chances

or

mainta.ining a seat in Newcastle.

At

the general election of 1874 the ConserYative victory had been due primarily to dissension among Liberals.

In the general

~lection

of 1880.

Conservative strength vu further reduced when the powerful. Irish bloc
decided to endorse Dilke aloag witb Cowen.
Part o:f the strategy

or

the Conservatives was to exploit a:tlY sign

or tension between Coven .a.nd Dilke and to try to portray the latter not
only as a stooge of the Assoc.iation •but a.lso as a real foe ot Cowe:A.

The As•ociation was criticized by the Journa.l for attempting to "k.ow-tow
to Mr. Cowen in reply to his kicks."
Dilke

~s

The Journal consistently attacked

the secret opponent of Cowen who would use hi& Parliamentary

membership to undercut bis colleague in the tuture.86
Throughout the c...paign HUIOJ1dre:ferred to·cower.i in such terms
as "111 much esteemed and valued

trien~"

and claimed to have a relation-

tbip with the Conserv&ti•e Party simil.Vto that of Coven and the

Liberal Part.r.· Hamond bad, in·:o.c·em.ber; 1876, praised Cowen for being
~GO. .e". and "dignified" a.n4 for ha.Vin&- aD "independent character" in

refusing to. attend. the

,~.,A~~itarian" ~atJrd,rist~r .C9ntwence.·

In early

1877 ..H&mond declared. lle'a.nd.Coven
wet• fi\U..e to coopera~e
concerning most
' .,
. ·.·.
.
,

.

.

,

',

,

'
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and socialist," but also for flattering Cowen while really attempting
"to try and trip him up."

He also criticized watson for bleeding Cowen

of' ,,€8, 500 in 1874, adding that ai'ter he "found he could not bleed his
friend, Mr. Cowen, a.ny longer, then he was contemptible enough to start
an opposition against him. 11 88

At first the Conservative pa.pers hinted that many.of their party
mabers would vote for Cowen along·vith Hamond; but, as the Covenite
campaign became merged with that of Dilke, both papers eventually endorsed
plumping fo.r Hamond.

Conservative politicians in Newcastle, although

they might praise Cowen for his foreign policy and for opposing the
Liberal Association, also advised Conservatives to plump for Hamond.89
Cowen, 11,766; Dilke, 10,404;

The results or the election were:
and Hamond, a mere 5,271.

The closeness of' votes for the Liberal can-

&!dates is best explained by the small number of Liberal plumps:

Cowen

had 382, and Dilke had 199; 10,159 voters split for both Liberals; 1,225
voters split between Hamond and Cowen; and only

a

negligible number of

votes were split between Dilke and Hamond.
The real winner of this election was the Association.

It had

proven that it could.win an election without the assistance of either
Coven or the Chronicle. Furthermore, Cowen never fully recovered from
his injury; he was later unable to withstand

any

prolonged tension, and

any weakness on his part was immediately taken advantage of by the Asso-

ciation.
Within the

North~rla.nd-Durhaa

area, Cowen and his beliefs

were of'ten an important issue.in the general election.· At least three

88courant, April 2, l880w ChroQJ.cJ.i• March 20, 188q.
89Journal.. March' .15. A.~il 3. is·§o,. :.Sfourant, April 2, 1880.
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other Liberals agreed with Cowen:

T. W. Smith and

~.

B. Beaumont, the

incumbents, and H. K. Spark, who in 1874 came very close to winning a
Parliamentary seat in Darlington.

Despite his agreement with Cowen on

foreign policy, Smith was endorsed b7 Tynemouth Liberals.

Beaumont con-

sistently refused to have '..anything t.o do with Grey or, the South Northumberle.nd Liberal Association until March 29, when he finally agreed to
merge his campaign with Grey's.

Spark, unlike Beaumont and Smith, ha.d

no Conservative opponent and contested Darlington again as an Independent
Liberal.

His chief issue was opposition to the caucus, and for support

on this point, as well as for his warning of evil Russian intentions,
he quoted Coven's speeches.9°.
In general, however, Cowen was praised much more by Conservative
candidates in Durham an4 Northumberland largely because of his opposition
to the caucus and his support of the Government's Eastern policy.

For

example, Cowen was praised by Edvard Ridley, seeking re_.lection as M. P.
from South Northumberland, both for his views on foreign policy and for
his opposition to the Association.
.

Colonei Sadler, who was contesting

.

Middlesbrough also lav1shed"pril.ise upon Coven.

Henry J. Trotter, who

opposed T. E. Smith, naturall1 ignored Coven's foreign policy but praised

Coven ror breaking with the Liberal Association. 'Jobn L. Wharton,. contes~ing

Durh&m City, emphasized that Co°""n•s speech o:t

Jan~r;y

31, had

"set forth in the trueat colours and the_ most honest point of view, the
90Chronicle, Me.rcb 30 1 and. Few~ 21, 1880• Tl)e Chronicle also
sympathized with Spark -SUn•t ·the l>arllQt<>ncd¢ual see Chronicle,
November 5, lfoYember U', and lk>v~ber 15~ i8T9 •

.•
'

,, ~.

--
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acts of the Government.and the justificati9n of those acts."9 1
-..;'

Cowen and ..his views on the .Eastern Question were made the basic
\·~·

;~ ~

'·

issue of the ·contest by Gainsford Bruce and G. B. Hans Hamilton, the
Conservative candidates for Gateshead and South Shields respectively.
At a rally on March 13, Bruce, after praising Cowen's noble defense
of the Government's fd1'eign policy, declared that the real issue of the
election was "whether they sympathized with the tyranny or Russia or
agreed with t}le ,w6rking men of Newcastle."

On March 15 , . a pro-Bruce

meeting was chaired by George Crawsha.y, who in the 1850s was one of the
most ertreme supporters of Urquhart and had/been one· of the ear lie.st
a~itation.

and most persistent opponents of the Bulgarian

At the meeting.

Crawsha.y denounced James for not t•liowing the foreign policy ideas of
Cowen and Smith.

On March 20, Bruce boasted that Coven's "great speech

had perhaps done more throughout the length and br.eadth of the country
than anything done by any other man to convince the English people that

the Government was right."92
Hamilton, like Bruce, praised Cowen extensively; he also predicted
that many Conservatives would vote for Coven, who would thus head the
Rhetorically, be &aked the popu.lation of South Shields, "who are

poll.

only separated from 'canny lieveast le' by a bit. :river," . v}l~;ther they were

"so different in your political views that
. you will not Yote for a man
'

vbo agrees with ~very word
.

~

Mr. Cowen has said on the ._tern Question."
'

.

•1i,< ,"

•

·.

· . • ·.··

'

91Journ~~!~!~rch 19, .and ~W-Ch 26,. ~. Courant..A March 19, 1880.
92Cwant, Mareh 19 7 1880-~~~Jo!!tp!J. •.March 22,,1a o•.
,

~

'

'

·.1

-

.'~

'

114

These statements of Bruce and Hamilton, however, were exceptions and
can be explained largely by the fact that these two men were contesting
solidly Liberal areas and, therefore, were desperately attempting to
attain

popul~

support by identifying their candidacy with the best

known and most popular Liberal in the Tyneside area.93
The most complicated and unusual praise of Cowen vas made by
Digby

Se~rmour,

who was challenging Joseph Dodds, M. P. for Stockton.

Dodds, on February 2, had repeated a typical accusation of Stead's
against Cowen, accusing Cowen of abandoning his conviction held in
(when he was willing to cede Gibraltar to Spain).

On

~ia.rch

1871f

18, Se:rmour

revealed at a rally that he h.a.d received a letter from Cowen dated that
day, in which Cowen said it wotild ".delight" him to see Seymour elected
to the House of Commons.

The following day, Se:rmour stressed that he

shared Coven's sympathy for the working class and that he was very happy
to have Cowen's "good wishes."

He also praised Cowen for such qualities

as the t•unselfishness of his disposition" and the "earnest patriotism
of bis soul."

After hearing of Coven's accident, Sej"lllOur, at a March 20

rally, regretted that it deprived Seymour or .. Mr. Coven's great moral
weight" since Coven's "spirit and his s:rmpa.thy" were on Seymour's side,
a.nd Coven's intended speech of March 19 would have

helpe~

him politically.

SeymoUJ' also read a telegram from Rutherford descrfqing .Coven's physical

an early death had
brightest geniusea .and one of the

condition, and Seymour viewed it as "fortunate- that
not deprived England or one

of

the

,.

; ·, ,,,

....

·,~·
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most honest hearts" of humanity.94
Seymour's comments on March 18 and 19 concerning Cowen had so
frightened Dodds that he personally went to Newcastle to see Cowen on
March 19, but Cowen's illness made it impossible for him to see anyone.
At a rally later, Dodds emphasized the importance of a particular telegram frQill Newcastle concerning Cowen's letter to Seymour; this telegram ·
instructed Dodds to "insist on date and context being given."

Dodds

charged that 3eymour should do this as well as reading the entire letter
from Cowen.

Dodds also stressed his friendship with Cowen over a "great

number" of years and the fact that Cowen always viewed Dodds as "one of
his pets, except that he was not radical enough for him."

Dodds also

referred to various excerpts from t:t\,e ''London Letter" in which he found
him.self praised.95
None of the Conservatives who .quoted Cowen was victorious.

In-

stead, the Liberals did even better in Durham and Northumberla.nd than
they had in 1874.

Nevertheless, no serious attack was made upon Cowen

by any responsible Conservative spokesman; this demonstrated an almost
complete reversal concerning the Conservative attitude toward an individual viewed as a dangerous revolutionary and lepublican six years
earlier.
All in all, the caucus bad clearly demonstrated its ability to

select and elect an M. P. tor Newcastle, despite Coven's la.ck

port.

Cowen~

o~

sup-

in his· speech of January 30, 1880, and in his sudden

94Chronicle, February 3, 7'4arch 19, March ?O, 111.nd March 22, 1880.
See also Journal, March 20, and March 22, 1880~ For Stead's accusation,
see Gladstone Papers, ADD MSS·443p3, r. 328 •.
95chronicle, March 22 1 1880. 'l!he ,.London Letter" did say that
there was no harder worker in tbe llouse. of Coinmons than Dodds;.see
Chronicle, May 16, 18?6,. and May 21, 1879.
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resignation from the caucus, seemed to be further than ever
Libera.ls.

Perhaps his accident just before the

campaign prevented an open break.

co~~enceMent

f~om

most

of the

At any rate. Cowen's illness sidelinea

him and allowed the caucus to dominate the field and to emerge stronger
than ever.

•

--IV.

I HBLAHD AND OPPOSITION TO THE GLADSTOIHAN :-;ovETrn'.fr;;iT

After recovering from the accident he

h<i'.l had

dt1ri n12: the i:reneral

election, Cowen between 1880 and early 1883, broke with ;';lll.dstonia.n
Liberals over two issues:

primarily, the problems of lreland; secon-

darily, the foreign and colonial policy of England.

As a result of his

position on these issues, Cowen was able to obtain widespread support

and praise from the extreme left and extreme right in England

andt .

especially, enthusiastic devotion from all shades of Irish nationalists,
who regarded him as the foremost Parliamentary ch'Ullpion of Ireland.
More than the Eastern Question, IreJ.a.nd continued steadily to occut'.ly
Parliament's attention. ·Also, Cowen was in conflict with Gladstonian
Liberalism over the Eastern Question for only about n year, and his
arguments concerning

for~ign

and colonial policy were simply a reitera-

tion of his Russophobia

and his claim that he was acting for the

national self-interest.

The disap:reement over Ireland, however, lasted

longer, and, on Cowen's side, was even more bitter.

As a result, Glad-

stonians attacked Cowen directly to a much greater extent tha.n they
had concerning the "Eastern

~uestion.

Cowen's interest in Irish affairs, of course, pre-dated his
election to Parliament in 1874.

It was certainly true that the Irish

were politically powerful in Newcastle; thus, any responsible politicians
had to be concerned with Irish problems.

Cowen, however, really sympa-

thized with _and a.dlnired Irish "racial" qualities; and it would be
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erroneous to attribute his pro-Irish sentiment to ?Olitical opportunism.
R. Barry O'Brien, a prominent Parnell follower, relates tnat a member of
the Supreme Council of the Irish Republican Brotherhood once told him
that Cowen and Lawson were two of the very f,ev .i:.ng.1.ish '-t.P.s who took
their Home Hule pledges ser,ously.

Furthermore, he emphasized to

O'Brien that although the Irish were strong in

Newcastle~

unlike in

Lawson's Carlisle, Cowen would have voted for Home Rule regardless of
Irish strength and that "he was thoroughly Irish in feeling."l
During the Conservative Ministry from 1874-1880, Cowen was one
of the few &lglish M.P.s who consistently supported Home Rule Bills.2
He also co-sponsored much Irish legislation with IrishM.P.s.

His

mo~t important acc~mplisbment during this period was taking a key role

in repealing the. Convention Act of 1793, which had ,?rohibited delegates
at meetings from taking positions on specific issues.

In a speech of

March 26, 1879, on this subject, Cowen declared that the Act was essentially useless in preserving order while it fostered Irish resentment,
and that it was "the last vestige of the penal code that a relentless
persecution once fastened upon the followers of the Catholic :faith."
According to F. H. O'Donnell, it was primarily this speech which pers:wided the Hou&e to repeal the Act "with hardly a protest."3

lR. Barry O'Brien, The Lif'e or Charles Stuart Parnell (London:
Smith E~der Co. 1 1899), I, 124.
See, for example, co111111ents by Hea!J:, 1, 35. ·r. Hugh O'Do-nell,
A History of the Irish P~iiuentw Party .{London: Longmans, Green?
and Co. 1 1910), I,

329.

2Lo.

· .

··
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JSpeech, March 26, 1879, H&ns!£d, CCXLIV, 803-808.
. .
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Hevertheless, during this time, Cowen spoke seldom abc•ut Irish
grievances, and this fact cannot simply be brushed off by attributing
it to Cowen's illnesses.

Coven's silence can be explained larp;ely by

his opinion that tne Conservatives believed tne Irish "were petted and
spoiled by

~1r.

Glads tone and his colleagues."

Therefore, Cowen con'

eluded, "little would be done to help Ireland" in view of the overwhelming Conservative ma,jority in Parliament. 4

He was also very critical

of Irish 114.P.s for their failure to push the Irish cause in Parliament.
In a speech before the· Liberation Society on February 27, 1877 1 Cowen
criticized Irish M.P.s for allying with Conservatives on educational
measures and for not allying more with the Liberal Party.5

The "London

Letter" also was critic al of Irish .poli ticia.ns for deserting Gladstone
on the University Bill in 1873, for their interest solely in Irish
concerns, for their lackadaisical attendance at Parliament, for their
"over.bearing" and often "insolent" attitude, and especially for their
inability to stop internal ~ickering.6

Cowen, for exa..'llple; in denying

the accusation of Richard Pigott that A.M. Sullivan wa.s responsible ,
for anti-Parnell articles in the Chronicle, insisted:

"It is most un-

fortunate that Irishmen should be so prone to create differences among
themselves.

If ever there was a people or a cause that required unity,

it is the Irish."7
4Letter, Coven to the Nevca.atle Amnesty Committee for Irish
Political Prisoners;· Chronicle, May 27, l8T4•
~Ibid., Febi-uazy 28, 1B77.
. .
.
lid". , June 30, 187p • Ma.rch 22 • March 28, July 26, 1877, and
June

26f18'f9.

'

Letter, Coven to Heall', ~ 8, 181', lie~ly,, I, 52-53 •
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Cowen also complained of the obstructionist tactics of tne Irish

and insisted in the House on July 5, 1879, that "if the rip:hts of the
minority were to be continued to be respected, the rights of the ma,1ority
must receive equal consideration."

In November, 1879, Cowen, while

introducing A. M. Sullivan to a Newcastle audience, cautioned moderation
of those Irish M.P.s "who were in the habit of using language calculated
to engender an antagonistic feeling. 11 8
Coven's criticism of the faults of Irish politicians apparently
did not result in his being criticized by any Irish M.P.

Instead, Par-

nell, at a Home Rule rally in Newcastle on March 19, 1878, praised
Coven's work for the Irish cause and exempted Cowen from any future
demand for a aome Rule pledge to whi..ch all other English candidates had
to agree.9

John Barry, M.P., at an Irish meeting in: Newcastle on

September 5, 1877,

cl~imed

that if there were twenty English M.P.s like

Cowen and twenty newspapers like the Chronicle, then the Anglo-Irish
relationship would.be amicable and satisfactory. 10
With the formation of the Libera.! ministry in 1080, Cowen began
to explain his Irish views in greater

de~ail.

The important change in

his thinking was the lack of e.ny sn$.de of grey in his support of Irish
nationalism.

His opposition to the Government's policy on Irish ques-

tions became so strong that his "London Letter" would oc~e.sioaally use
such subheads as "The Expulsion of the Home Rule
Sspeech, July 5, ,1879. HansSS,,
liovember 12, 1879 •.
· 9coure.nt ., March 22, 1878. ·-"
loC!ifonicle, Septe~r 6• 18:'79 ..

~embers

'and the
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Establishment of a Parliamentary Dictatorship. 1111

Accordini; to Cowen,

English rule in Ireland had brought disastrous re3ults ever since the
time of Richard Strongbow.

Its treatment of the Irish had been one of

"repression and violence" whereby the Irish had suffered seven centuries
of famine, the destruction of manufacturing, and the creation of a
peasantry whose condition in impoverished districts was· the most
wretched in the world.

Instead of rectifying these problem$, Cowen said,

the English have regarded "Irish polities as
a

nuisance, and Irish history as a myth."

a

pest, I.rish grievances

Simultaneously, they have

traditionally appointed Irish magistrates who,

accord~ng

to Cowen, were

descendants of the Conq1:1eror and as alien to the native po'l)ulation as
Tory control of Liberal constituen~ies. 12
What made the Irish problem especially
was the change within the Irish peasantry, a

dan~erous,
cl~ss

whose

said Cowen,
meniber.s no

longer were "deferential" toward the Anglican clergy or the Irish
gentry, due to various political changes.within Ireland as well as to
Irish contact with Irish-Americans.

Furthermore, Cowen declared that

the Irish were convinced drastic changes cquld occur only through
agitation since, in their opinion, all improvements--sucb as the
Maynooth Grll.llts, the disestablishment of the Church of Ireland, and
the emancipation of Gatholics--were solely the results of a.gitation.13
llchronicle, February 4, 1881.
l2see Coven's speech of January 3, 1881, in Jones, 177-95, and
Cowen's speech of May 23, 1882, in Jones, 362.-70. Chronicle, January

18, 1881A

.

·

as

· .

l~see Cowen's speech of January 3, 1881, in Jones, 177-95, and

Cowen's speech of Ja.nuarJ 8, 1883, in Jones, 220-35.
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The basic problem, according to Cowen, was that the lrish had
justifiable grievances which the Liberal Goverrll!lent was unable or unwilling to solve.

Instead of reforming abuses within Ireland, Liberals

had an increasing faith in coercion of Ireland before any real reform
could be possible.

Cowen bitterly and consistently denounced coercion,

partly because it was based on the "conspiracy" explanation instead of
the realization that Irish unrest was a national phenomenon based upon
justifiable grievances.

Cowen also emphasized that the extent of the

"outrages" had been exaggerated by the Government.

Furthermore, the

Irish nationalist politicians were the chief denouncers of whatever
"outrages" did exist; and, by arresting the Irish 'leaders, the Government thereby put out of action the Only individuals .able to check the
extremists since all English authority was despised and dis'regarded
throughout Ireland.

In fact, Cowen insisted the best way to attain

immediate popularity in Ireland was to be denounced by the .English
Government in Ireland, which he described as a "feeble and vacillating
Executive."14
Coercion was also viewed as "hatetUl
·.

e.n:d.

humiliating" to the
'•,

Irish and, by consistently suspending such rights a.s habeas corpus, had
helped to destroy whatever .remaining faith the Irish had in English law.
While annoying the Irish, moreover, coercion was a "quack"
it was unable to curb unrest.

Cowen, for

e~le,

re~dy

.assel"ted

that

since
si~ce

14see Coven's speechesot Januar.Y' 3 9 1881, in Jones, 177-95;
28, 1882, Jones,. 201-19; Jan~ 8,.1883, Jones, 220-35; May
23, 1882, Jones, 362-70;.and.·January 25, 1881., Hyserd, CCLVII, 1477.

January
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the Act of Union, fifty-seven acts had limited or ::innulled "the most
precious right of the Constitution:

the right of personal freedom,"

and he cited statistics to prove that outrages actually increased after

coercion was implemented.15
Finally, Cowen stressed the disastrous effects that a coercive
policy would have upon England.

"It is impossible," Cowen insisted,

"for a Liberal and constitutional Government to rule another people by
despotic means without the said rulers as well as the ruled being injured."

In fact, English practics

of employing spies throughout Ire-

land, opening letters, and imprisoning nationalists without just

reason had created a reign of terror worse than that of
the Stuarts.16

Fouch~

and

In order to assure the success of coercion, the Govern-

ment had had to resort to such un-English practices

as

the cloture

and

an increasing reliance upon the caucus to pressure wavering M.P.s into
supporting its Irish policy.

Furthermore, Cowen charged, all the time

wasted on coercion had resulted in Parliament's becoming the most intolerant since 1832 and one of the most sterile and least successful
concerning its legislR.tive program. 17
Cowen criticized the Ministers of the Government for what he
considered "their passion for coercion."

In fact, the Liberal coercive

measures were far more objectionable than those of the Tories not only
15see Cowen's speeches of January 3, 1881, in Jones, 177-95;
November 10, 1882, Jones, 372-80; May 23, 1882, Jones 362-71; January
28~ 1882, Jones, 201·19; Aug\\st 29, 1681, Jones, 196-200.
·
locowen, letter to the Glasgow Land League·, July 8, 1881, Courant,
July 15, 1881. Speech, February 25, 1881, Hansard, CCLVIII, 1802-813;
Chronicl~, March 28, l~l.
.. . .. . ·
..
·
ltchronicle, ~ugut't 11, 1881; May 15, and August 7, 1882.
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because they were more severe, but because during the 1880 election
"scores" of Liberals had promised Irish voters in EA.gland they would
discontinue coercion.

Instead, W. E. Forster as Irish Secretary had

ma.de drastic infringements upon Irish l.iberty in order to have "imple-

mented. the policy of the Liberal Part7 and the Government."

Gladstone,

in his desire to force unaniJlity a.mong Liberals in support of his Irish
program, resembled a dictator whose inf&llibility one questioned at the
risk ·of political suicide.

Unlike th• opening of Mazzini's letters by

Sir James Graham, the opening ot Dillon's mail. by Gladstone was e.xcuaed
.

'

and e.Ten resulted in a renewed party con1'i<lence in the Prinae Minieter: 18

. Besid.es criticizing the coercive pol.icy or the Liberals, Coven
ala~

denounc•d

u~ilization

ot the cloture, which, to Coven, vu not

only· an wua&vory foreign import but also an example of the tyr&nQ7 or
'the majority since the Irish really were p\inished for their·unpopularity

in Parliament rather than their alleged obstruction.

Coven repeatedly

olai-4 tbat depriving the Irish M.P.s ot their tro.ditional,constitutiODal
rigbt to treed.om ot speech V'ould be detrimental to the course ot English
hiator:r.

Cowe·D waa

e~cial.17

critical of the actions of the Cabinet in

thi• •tter and implied that most

M.P.s only followed the Government on the

•uure trom tear ot the cav.cua and would have rejected.the cloture
cmtrvhelmingiy if they had been able to vote
alao accused the

Liber~•

by

•ecret ballot.

of having coesistently

Coven

obat~cted

.

18See Coven's . ."hot Jan.\IU'J' 8t 1883• in J~s. 220-35.

Coven's sp.ech of Pe~ 25, 1881, in.~aard, CCLVIII, 1802-13.
glffo!!1clt, August 24, ;t881, April .14;. l T. ·Speech bt April 20, 1882,
. Bpp!fr.f, CCLXVIII, l~~ ~slf• Feb~ary l~, 1882.
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all measures in the Last (}overnment while the Irish

n~tionalists

were

responsible only for delaying certain bills.19
On coercion and the cloture, Cowen saw no shades of grey.

In

analyzing the Land Act of 1881, however, he admitted there vere some
beneficial features, but these were nullified, he said,
hatred of coercion.

by

the Irish

Although Gladstone was praised duriftg the passage

of the Bill for exhibiting the "very highest facilities of statesmanship," the real author of' the Bill was the agitator Michael Davitt.
The basic result of the act was the creation of a peasant holding
which was halfway between tenant right and ownership; and, therefore, it
was so confusing that it satisfied neither landlord nor tenant.

More-

over, the cla).lses were capable of different interpretations, and the
paperwork created "a nation

of

litigants."20

Furthermore, the act did not

prevent the expulsion of more than 12,000 tenants in ia82 in order to keep
them from utilizihg the beneficial provisions of the act.21

Besides

/

these drawbacks, the cost of reducing rents through this legislation,
according to Cowen, wasd!400,000 by January, 1883, while it reduced rents
by only about ,cro,ooo.22

l9This issue is discussed most fully in Cowen's speech of November 10, 1882, in Jones, 371-79; see also the "Politics and Parliament"
articles in the Chronicle of early 1882, and Cowen's speech of February 2,
1881, Hansard, CCLVIII, i4o~41.
.
20see Cowen's speech of August 29, 1881, in Jones, 196-200; Coven's
speech of' June 28, 1882 11 Jones, 201-19; Ch?-onicle, April 18, 1881; and
Cowen's speech of July 28, 1881, Hansard, CCLXIV; 182...S3.
21Letter,Cowen to Rev. H. S. Fagan, June 13, 1882, Cowen Pape~s, F46.
22cowen's speech of January 8, 1883, Jones, 220-35.
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In order to solve Ireland's problems, Cowen insisted, the

~nglish

must cease to regard the Irish as stereotype scoundrels and cowards and
begin to understand and accept the admirable qualities of the Irish
"race."

Furthermore, he said, Irish social problems "·«ill never be

settled til the occupiers are made owners; and political difficulty will
never be settled til we allow Irishmen to governt.hemselves."23

This

emphasis upon self-government of Ireland was especially important
since it would demonstrate English trust in Irish leaders for the first
time.

"It is commonplace in politics," Cowen argued, "that men will

submit to inconvenience inflicted by men of their own race and creed
but that they will not tolerate them if f'orced upon them by strangers."
Once Home Rule was conceded, Irelan.Q would
integral part of the United Kingdom."

be

ruled "easily" as "an

It must, however, be conceded

quickly because otherwise, Cowen warned, Anglo-Irish relations, which
were steadily worsening, soon might be beyond repair. , In fact, Cowen
expressed surprise that the Irish had not yet rebelled since rebellion
would have been justified because their basic rights had been taken
avay.24
Cowen also encouraged the Irish by closely associating with them

at a time when most other English politicians shunned their company.
Cowen viewed Parnell as a "very decent tellow" who had.been falsely

of

23see Cowen's speech
January 3, 1881, in .Tones, 177-95. Cowen's
speech o( January 8, 1883, Jones, 220-36.
,
2 Cowen's speech of May 23, 1882, in Jones, 362~70. Chronicle,
May 17, 1881.
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blamed for "a lot of stupid work," and Cowen bitterly conde;nr.ed the
Government for imprisoning Parnell without a trial or even an opportunity for him to explain his actions.

Davitt also earned praise from

Cowen as a "tr1lla.nt Irishman," a "peasant Mazzini," 'lnd a person of
"high Character."

His imprisonment was viewed by Cl')wen as the meanest

thing ever done by the English C":r0vernment. 25
Cowen also contributed small sums of money to help individual
Irish nationalists.

In late 1881, he contributed .t'lO in a subscription

for Dr. Kenny after the latter had been dropped from a Poor Law Board
because of his Land League membership.

Cowen criticized this "mean and

vindictive" government action since through it the Government had tried
"not only to punish but to ruin Dr. Kenny. 11 26

In .January, 1883, Cowen

offered to raise bail for Davitt and Healy, but both nationalists declined the offer.27

Five months later, Cowen contributed ten guineas

to the Parnell Testimonial Fund,

the purpose of which was to get Parnell

out of debt. 28
Cowen also managed to help the Irish through various undercover
schemes.

Throughout the period 1380•1885, Cowen, according to Tim

Healy, utilized his friendship with Harcourt to get information .apQ_ut
the Government's pla.ns and thus give the Irish "hints of tha intentions
I'

ot the Liberal Cabinet."29 In 1882, when Irish nationalists were fearful
25see Coven's undated letter to T. Wemysa Reid in Cowen Papers,
F51; Cowen's speech of'January 28, 1882, in Jones, 217. See undated
letter of Cowen to an Irish rally, in !J!e Times, February 8, 1881.
Cowen's speech, May 10, 1881, H~sard, CCLXI, 197. Chronicle, April 14,
1882, anc1 February 7, 1881.
· ,
26'l'he Times, liovember 3, 1881.
27~., Janua.rJ 26, ~ Ja,nuary ?1, 1883.
28Duncan, 184 • '
·
·
29Healy, I, 35.

128

of postal "indiscretions" concerning their ma.il, Cowen received mail
for the Irish "under cover to himself" and later distributed it among
Irish nationalists.30
Immediately after the Phoenix Park murders in :4a.y, 1882, Cowen,
according to Davitt, visited the

despairin~

Irish nationalists and

advised Parnell to stop considering the possibility of resigning.

In-

stead, Cowen advised him to:
issue a manifesto condemning the crime in strong and honest
language. 'l'his will appear in tomorrow tt0rning's papers
side by side with the details of the murders, and the public
will see how this bad deed hits you and your cause more·than
even your opponents. It appears to me to have been as much
the act of league enemies, as that of foes to Dublin Castle.31

..
Although Parnell acted upon his advice., Cowen apparently did not believe
it himself.

On May 6, Cowen, according to Dilke, informed Dilke in a

manner "rather less wildly and more sensibly than usual" that Dillon
and Davitt would unite

~a.inst

Parnell and force his resignation as

leader of the Irish nationalists.32 ·
Cowen &l.so aided the Irish by his speeches a.nd by.interrogating
Cabinet Ministers within the House of Commons, especi&l.ly concerning
the clauses of the Coercion Bills of 1881 and 1882 and the Government's
treatment of nationalist M.P.s.

It must also be noted that Coven's

support of the Irish was ·especially significant since there were so
few English Liberals who protested coercion and the general Irish policy
or the Government.

What especi&l.ly pleased the Irish was Coven's

30o•Donnell, II. 108.
31Michael.Davitt, The Fall of FeuQ¥1sm in Ireland (London:
Harper Bros., 1904), 358.
·
. '.
3?Letter, Dilke to Chamberlain, r.tq· 6. 1882, Dilke Papers, ADD
MSS 43885; r. 233.
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continuous harrassment of Forster through

~uestions

which attempted to

portray the Irish Secretary as a bungling Minister who exargerated the
potential danr.er of Irish nationalists.

On almost every division con-

cerning Irelard., Cowen voted with a handful of other English Libera.ls
who were sy~pathetic to Ireland.33
The most important thing, however, about Cowen's Irish speeches
in Parliament

w~s

that they were applauded by both the Irish and the

Conservatives and listened to by all those who desired to hear a prominent orator.

His speech denouncing the cloture on November 10, 1882,

for example, was described by Justin McCarthy as an event which resulted
in Commons' "almost iI!llllediately" being filled and the ovation after his
speech being "worthy of the best dqs of the House of Commons."

Even

the hostile Hamilton, Gladstone's secretary, described the evening as
being "chiefly remarkable for Cowen's eloquent and virulent attack, which
naturally drew down storms of applause froin the opposftion. 11 34
Cowen's Irish views were anathema to Liberal leaders, but they
received nothing but praise from Irish Nationalists and the extreme

le~

33cowen's harrassment of W. E. Forster wa.s continual throughout
1881 and 1882; for example of this ha.rrassment, see especially Cowen's
Speech, June 12, 1881, Hansa.rd,·CCLXIII, 641, and his speech March 31,
1882, Hansard, CCLXVIII, 493-94. Coven always insisted, however, that
the Cabinet approved Forster's actions--no matter how despica.ble--but
would sacrifice him a.s a scapegoat if it were opportune to do so since
he merely enforced its Irish policy. See speech, April 20~ 1882, Hansard,
CCLXVIII 1024-1026.
3~McCarthy, England Under Gladstone (London: Chatto and Windus
Co., 1884}, 130-31, 208-209, 217. Gladstone Papers, ADD· MSS 48633, .

rr.16-17.
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within England.
be found in

13.

A good example of the Irish attitude toward Cowen may

pamphlet summarizing English in.justices toward Ireland,

written by Thomas Uulty, the pro-nationalist bishop of Meath.

In a

"letter" to Cowen which preceded the pamphlet, Nulty emphasized:
Of all English statesmen, there is not one in whom '1lfY countrymen place the same &1DOunt of trust and confidence that.they do
in you. From your very first appearance in public life, you
have invariably displayed a Just, a generous, and a kindly
sympathy to our race aDd nation, that was exceptional with
English statesmen.
Nulty also praised Cowen for his consistent opposition to coercion:
Throughout the long, weary and trying ordeal on that debate,
you never let a single blot in it pass unchallenged; you
never lost a single night's si tiing; you neve.r missed a
division in battling bravely and persistently for the liberties of our country.35
·
·
Cowen was also praised publicly by all prominent Irish politicians a.nd
the various land league organi.zattons.

At a National Land League

Conference in Newcastle in August, 1881, Cowen was praised by John
Barry, M.P., as having "endeared himself to every"Irish heart."

At

the same meeting Justin McCarthy described Coven as "the friend of
every good and great cause."36

In February, 1881, Davi'\t moved a resolution

35"Lett.e1" of the Most Rev. Dr. Nulty, Bishop of Meath, to Joseph
Cowen" (Dublin, 1881). It may be round in the Vniversit1 of Newcastle
Library among Coven's personal. pamphlets, Vol. 123., lio •. ·4. See also,
Chronicle, December 13, December 14, and December 15, 1881.
36dhronicle, August 30, 1881. The following ·branches of the La.nQ.
League thanked or praised Cowen: · Blyth, Dublin, Durh&at Gateshead,
Glasgow, Houghton-le Spring, Jarrow • Murton Colliery., National Land
League Convention (Manchester, 1882), Newcastle, Rybope, Scottswood,
Sleatburn,Stoc.kton, S.underl&nd, Thornley, Tipperary, Ushaw Moor, Walker,
and Willington.
·
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whereby the Irish National Land League bestowed its "warmest thanks"
upon Cowen, "the sterling friend of Ireland." 37

In -'-1arch, 1881, .B. C.

Malloy, M. P., claimed that Cowen could have his choice of representing
any of twenty Irish seats.

Perhaps the

Ir~sh

represent Irish opinion on Cowen was.in the
O'Donnell in March, 1882.

comment which would best

Parliamen~ary

speech of F.II.

In brief, O'Donnell viewed it· a misfortune

that England should have "so few men of the mental and moral courage
of the honorable Member for Newcastle," adding that a speech of Cowen's
"did more to keep alive the hope of ultimate reconciliation in the

breasts of the more sanguine of the Irish patriots

t~an

all the measures

of Coercion at the disposal of the United Front Benches. 11 38
Cowen was most disturbed that op.ly a. handful of English Liberals
consistently opposed coercion.

Although Cowen insisted that

fi~y

more English Liberals would have supported his Irish views had they
not been fearful of caucus hostility,39 he realized that hostility
toward Irish nationalism was very strong among Liber8.ls.

For example,

Cowen admitted that Irish differences resulted in his being "entirely
out of accord with the Liberal Party and even with our friends Stansteld and Taylor [who] • • • have gone greatly back.
not as demqcratic as they formerly were. 11 40

I mean they are

Likewise, when the Liberal

apologist J. Guinness Rogers discussed Liberal disse:n.sion in the early
37The Times, February. 3, 1881.
38Chronicle, March 18., 1881. Speech 1 March 28, 1882, Hansard,
CCLXVIII, 1~6.
.
39Letter, Cowen to Rutherford, November 14, 1882, Cowen Papers, F~l.
40tetter, Cowen to Jesse White Mario, n.d., Cowen Papers, F45.
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1880s, he said, "Uever, except in the case of extreme men who regard

Mr. Joseph Cowen as the type of true Radicalism, have I found it producing a distrust of the Mi6istry, still less a desire to substitute

Mr. James Lowther for Mr. W. E. Forster ... 41 Also typical would be the
remarks concerning Cowen made on Ja.nuary 25, 1881, by Osbourne Morgan,
M.P., bef'ore a rally of' Ea.st Surrey Liberals.

In brief, Morgan in-

sisted that anarchy and terrorism in Irela.nd were "more odius" than
coercion and "not even a 'Joe Cowen' administration

(laught~r)--could

have shrunk from the responsibility of asking Parliament f'or powers not

to coerce, but to protect liberty."42 The most biting denunciation of
Coven's behavior was made by Lord Rosebery on February 9, 1881, at
Greenwich.

Rosebery especially

at~acked

Coven's House of' Commons

speech of' that day, f'or showing ingratitu4e for Glad.stone's endorsement
of Cowen in 1880, and for taking the attitude that it was "his duty to
thwart, criticize, and stigmatize the present Government."

"when stui'f

of this sort," said Rosebery-, "is coming from a man whose utterances
are spoken of as those of a prophet, the sooner we come to an end of
such discussion the better."43
Within Parliament, Coven's speeches were frequently interrupted
by

the jeers of Ministerial supporters.

Gladstone's replies to Coven's

suggestions vere o:rten sarcastic, and Harcourt, in a speech before
Parliament, said:
·41J. Guineas Rogers, "Town and Couatry Politics," Nineteenth

c,nt'l.1:!7¢ XI, May, 1882, 832.

2Tbe Times, January 27 l.881.
43fbid., February' 10, 1S81.

-
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There is no course that Her Majesty's Government could' adopt
[which would satisfy ~oven]. If we adopt a policy of conciliation,
the hon. member for Newcastle is silent; if we feel obliged to
adopt measures of coercion we find him against us; and, therefore, we must console ourselves under a disapprobation that must
always exist.
In fact. according to the Echo, Cowen was .so unpopular because of his
Irish views and his "independence" that most English M.P~s would have
been happy if Cowen had been somehow arrested.44
English M.P.s would also
h&cl

h&Te

Undoubtedly, most

&ereed vith Sir Henry James that Cowen

destroyed "such a splen41d political reputation" by eupporting the

Irish and Jingo cause.45

Coven's Irish views were also increasingly

attacked by such diverse publications as the Radical Examiner. the
le!bOur Standard (which reflected the views of' "respectable" labOr)~ and

!tie Congregationalist.

All three publications were antagonistic to

Cowen; The Congregationalist by December, 1882, had even dismissed Coven
as "having played into. the hands" of the Tories by his. denunciation of

the conduct of the Ministry toward Ireland.

The Congregationalist added

that Cowen had become impractical and, therei'ore, impossible to reason
with "since there is no common ground from which to start."46

As Cowen was attacked increasingly for his Irish views by the
Liberal party and Liberal. press, so, increasingly, he became a hero to
those

of' the far left.· Although Cowen never aband.oned his reliance upon
1'4chronicle, Janu&Z"Y 31, 1881..

Harcourt's speech. Mq 11, 1882:t

Hansard, CCLXIX:t 521. 1:he fieeo, October 25, 1881, as quoted by Cbronic}e,

October 26, 1881.
.
.
,
45tetter, James to Uol.108.ke, earl.7 1881, Joseph McCabe, Life azu:l
Litters 3i;9eors;e Jaegb !19if9!ie (London: Watts and Co., 1908). II, 155.
·
· Is. e, for examp1e •. JJM1Der., Oc:tober 30, 1881., Labour Standard,
Jul;r 9, 1881, ·~d 'bi Rif'ft)&ow111,· December, 1882, l024i March,
1881. 232; and A{>ril, l l, 2 •
,
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self-help, he h.<i.d actually, by the early 1880s, lost faith in the middle
class and its typical representative leader Gladstone.47

He hoped instead

to see an alliance between the working class and the Irish Radicals,
partly to bring about necessary Irish reforms.

He insisted, for ex-

ample, "I cannot believe that English workmen--whatever the English
middle classes may do--will rest content until this unhappy man [Davitt]
is freed from such a cruel lot. 11 48

Cowen, by February, 1881, was most

optimistic concerning the increasing political enthusiasm of the English
working class after having watched a working class anti-coercion demonstration in Hyde Park.

Cowen, like Hynd.man and

~arx,

also detested the

wealthy caucus control of English politics a.nd hoped that a closer connection between English and Irish workfngmen would shatter this domina.tion.49
In order to reduce caucus power, Cowen also advocated drastic
electoral changes, such as a reduction in political campaign costs,
compulsory voting to make it more difficult for an organized clique to
control an election, and especially the stirring up of issues to attract
public attention to politics.50

It was primarily this idea of arousing

popular opinion in political questions which initially attracted Cowen
to the Social Democratic 1'"ederation.
What made Cowen especially attractive to the working class and to
the Federation was his long record

or

championing political and social

47see, for example, letter from Cowen to James Runciman, May 18,
.
·
1882, C~en Pa.oers , F4 3.
Letter, Cowen to George Mitchell,,, February, 1881, Cowen Papers,

F43.

49ch.Tonicle, February 14i 1881.
50speech, August 28, i88o, Hansard, CCLVI, 598.
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reforms and his fl.Version to high society.51

Within the douse of Com-

mans from 1874 to 1830, Cowen was very friendly with Burt and with
Alexander i·iacDonald, and he was often regarded as a working class
representative, both for his beliefs and his manner of dress, which
resembled that of a miner "in his Sund&¥ best."

In 1874, an example

of Coven's popularity with the vorking class was demonstrated before

w.

E. Adams,

Dumfries.

rlurt,

and others who were on a train from Carlisle to

While traveling they heard a commotion in which a worker,

who ha.d apparently been deprived of his seat, threatened his antagonist
by

saying, "Joe Cowen shall hear of this."

When a. stranger inquired

who Cowen was, the worker replied, "Wat! i:iivvor hard of Joe Cowen?
He's wor member and vinnot see a warking man wranged."

What espec:i. ally

seemed to impress everybody was the fact that the worker was not from
Nevcastle,52
While Cowen, betveen 1874 and 1880,· spoke a number of times
favoring additional political reforms, he endeared himself most .to the
working class during this period by organizing redstance to flogging
in the army.

Within Parliament, Cowen pleaded with the Irish not to

obstruct the anti-flogging bill and secured the support of Chamberlain
tor that bill. :outside Parliament, Cowen in July, 1879, ·warned that the
workers "would throw the colonels into the
thrown there first."

Thame~

if the cats were not

He also apparently threatened, according to

5l'l'he International Her-ald and the Bee-Rive, both defunct before
the 1880s, rarely criticized 001ren, but o~en'attacked other middleclass PQ~iticians.
~ 5 Aaron Watson, A Great Labour Lef4ttr (London: Brown, Langham
and Company , 1908) , 16T

<:ia. .
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MacDonald, to placard the constituency of every :.1. P. opposing the
abolition of flogging with a picture of a British soldier being whipped.
MacDonald repeated this threat often in the lobby of Commons and "was
threatening every general and colonel with extermination in effigy."53
By the early 1880s, Coven and Burt, who had disagreed on the
Eastern

~uestion,

drifted almost completely apart concerning Ireland.

MacDonald, on January 119 1881, a.l.so supposedly criticized Coven before
the National Conference of Miners.54

Nevertheless, the rift only helped

Cowen with the far left, which regarded Burt, MacDonald, and the Labour
Standard as having sold out to the bourgeoisie.

Furthermore., Cowen was

a champion of the rights of the Anarchists Most and Kropotkin, and by
publicizing their cause he natural!~ was applauded by most Radicals.55
The actual alliance between Cowen and the far left vas finally
made during the spring of 1881 when the Democratic Federation was
formed, not as an organization to promote socialism but rather to oppose
both the caucuses and coercion.56

For some time, Cowen and Henry Hynd-

man, who was apparently not yet a conn.need socia.l.lst, bad been friends
and correspondents; and, therefore, it was understandable that Hyndman
could inform Marx on February 28, 1881, that Cowen would be present

53o•nonnell, I, 332-36, and II, 416.
54coura.nt, January 14, 1881.
55Kropotkin was permitted to publiciie his views.through Chronicle
articles. Concerning Coven's relation.ship with Kropotkin, see the index
or the Cowen Collection tor Kropotkin. 'lbe·"London Letter" contained a
number of references which were critical of the Govermr.aeiit for viola~ing
Moat's freedom of speech and the press• see Chronicle, March 31, Mq 5,
and May
1881.
. · ,
·
5 An excellent article on this subject is M.S. Wilkins, "The RonSocia.list Origins of ~d' a First ll'fC'Ortant Socialist Organization, 11
lnternation!J. Review 2£ Social Historz, IV (1959), 199-207.
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at a "little conference between·the members who have opposed the Coercion
Bill and some representative working men. 11 57
On March 2, the first organizational meeting was held when various
Radicals met in Soho to adopt a program tor a future organization.
committee was

al~o

appointed to

communic~te

A

with Cowen, who had already

promised "to join and assist any movement having for its.object .the
union. of various organizations on a popular basis. 11 58

On

March 5,

Cowen presided at a second "formative" meeting of the Democratic Federation, and among those present were representatives from various Radical
clubs as well as Hyndman, Lloyd Jones, the anarchist Edwin Dunn, and
the positivists E. S. Beesly and Frederick Harrison.
included a declaration that the

pu~ose

Coven's speech

of the meeting was to consider

how to unite the workers' clubs in order to settle "the various pressing
social and political questions of the day."

lie denounced the caucus

for making "the present House of Commons the most slavish ever knovn"
since caucus members "all acted in support of the Government no matter
what the principle was at st&k.e."

Cowen also suggested the formation

of a sub-committee to dra.tt ''a skeleton program" to be presented at a
subsequent meeting; and Cowen, a.long with Beesly, Hynd.man, and others,
wa.s a.ppointed to the subcommittee.59
Nevertheless, Coven's relationship to the Democratic Federation
was most tenuous.

Cowen simply dismissed the March 5 meeting, "if it

57As quoted in Chushichi Tsuzuki., a. M.Hyndman a.od :Sri ti.sh Soehl.ism
(London: Oxf'ord University Press , 1961) , 3a.
.
58Radical, March 5, 1881.
59dourant, March ll, l~. Radical, i·iarch 12 '· 1881 1 Wilkins, 200-201.
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could be called a meeting," as a gathering of six persons.

According

to Edwin Dunn, the meeting resembled a "conversational gathering" rather
than an organized group, primarily because Cowen did not agree as to
either "when he would meet us" until late February or vhere he would
meet the group until March 3.

Therefore, Dunn insisted it was impossible

to inform as miuiy delegates as they would have wished.60· Somewhat later
the Daily News announced that the meeting had been-called to discuss the
Coercion Act and that Cowen would not attend future meetings.61
the Radical immediately denied this

state~ent

Although

it was announced at the

next meeting of the Democratic Federation on March 19 that Cowen would
not preside "until the basis of their movement had been established

..

(surprise)."6 2

In effect, this ended Coven's active connection with the Demoera.tic Federation, although nobody was really sure why Cowen ceased
to cooperate.

J. Morrison Davidson, who was present at the early

meetings cited "some unexplicable misunderstanding" as the reason why
Cowen, "the best informed Democrat in Britain, and
death, perhaps the best in

Europe~ceased

interest in the movement. 11 63

si~ce

Mazzini's

to take any further active

Unlike other breakaways from the Federa-

tion, however, Cowen did not split because of Hynd.man's overbearing
persoriali ty.

Instead, Cowen' s withdrawal vas more like.ly due to his

inability to work with anyone. except thole who would be •ubordinate
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to him.
Indirectly, Cowen continued to have contact with Hyndman and
the Democratic Federation; and as late as June 8, 1881, at the founding conference of the Federation, Hyndman could still ":l.llnounce that
only Coven's previous commitment to an event in Newcastle had prevented
his being present.6 4

On

October 23, 1881, Hyndman praised him at a

Democratic Federation rally held to support the Irish:
Thank God, a noble Englishman, my friend Joseph Cowen, the
member for Newcastle, went o•er to Ireland last night. He is
no Brummagen Radical like Joseph Chamberlain, who wirepulls
himself into office and then conspires against the cause of
the people to serve his·own dirty ambition. No; Joseph Cowen
has gone to Ireland to show the people of Ireland that there
is at least one English Radical member who dares to be true to
the faith that is in him, who dares stand sgoulder to shoulder
with an afflicted people in their ~istress. 5
·
Hyndman, even after he began to push socialist ideas, continued to re-

main friendly toward Cowen; and Justice, the organ of the Social Democratic Federation as of' 1884, never criticized Cowen even after he
denounced socialism.

Cowen, likewise, continued to correspond with

Hyndman, asking, "When are you .best seen at Westminster Chambers?"66

Coven also agreed to chair a Federation demonstration protesting
coercion in 1882, although, as he informed J. Boyd Kinnear, he was
64Reynold '· s Newspe.ger, as quoted by Wilkins, 203.
65Radical, October 29, 1881.
.
66Letter, Cowen to Hyndman, February, 1882, Cowen Papers

F43.
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uncertain "whether our friend Hyndman does not ~reatly over-estimate
the value of the der.ionstration."67
On June 11, various representatives of the Federation, the
Radical and the Republican societies, the trade unions, and Irish
nationalists assembled at thirteen centers and marched on Trafalgar
Square.

According to The Tiaes, Cowen' s platform attract·ed the largest

crowd.

His speech on this occasion consisted of his

us~al.

denunciation

of coercion a.nd praise for the d.emonstraters since they proved that

so.e Englishmen were favorable toward Ireland.68
This appearance of Cowen's was typical of the actions for which
the far left admired him.

According to the Radical, Cowen was the only

English M.P. present at the demonstration, while the other "so-cal.led
representatives of the people" cancelled out at the last moment •.
And where was Burt, where Broadhurst, these men of the people?
Not to be seen. We dare say Mr. Cowen would claim no particular
credit for appearing alone and unbacked by the "respectables."
He occupied at the Hyde Park gathering very much the position he
has occ~pied all his life, and not-caring much what Society
thinks. 9
·
It was essentially Coven's pro-Irish speeches, together with his anticaucus stand which encouraged the Radical to claim he "would make a
good leader.of a new Radical party-a noii-Ministerial Radical party. 11 70
It al.so enco~aged a member ot t.he Exec11tive or tl).~ Be.di.cal Magna Charta

Association, in September, 1881, to·

pr~ C~~/&S
. '
.'_'~»:~:\ ,'
·:.:.= ·..·
3·''

. . , :..

lent of Par?\ell and, tbere~ore• the na~ut4'.~l~·t

67Ibid., letter, C~n to /.;..
6&fiie'l'imes, Juntt 12• 1882. ·
69Radical, June 24, 1882. .. ·
70Ibid., January 15, 1881.

-

Bo.fd IUnuF.

the English equiva-

or

tbe English

rf.d,, Coven Papers, F43.
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people, tt71
What hurt Cowen's prestige among the left, however, was his
association with MaltJD&n Barry.

Barry, who bad been a Tory spy at the

Hague Congress of the First International, had also been one of the
leading working class

~bampions

ot Beaconsfield's

According to Dilke, Barry, the sub-editor

or

forei~

policy.

the.Whitehall Review, was

not only a police spy in April, 1881, but was also responsible for the

"Frgpsit. l~e."7 2 In 1880, Barey dedicated a pamphlet, ·The Catechism
91' the

&stern Qw;stion,

by "Special Permission" to Joseph Cowen.

In

the dedication, Barry praised Cowen tor loving "treedom and his country
better" than his party and tor having remained "loyal

to

the Principles

of Liberty and True Democracy" b;y def'yine; "the threats of Furious ·Partisans. "73

BJ March, 1881, Barry again praised Cowen as the champion of

liberty against all c&ucuses, including that of Hyndman, who had controlled the nev working class party.
by Hyndman as perhaps sutt"icient

Barry attacked this

narrow control

''tor one of those private caucuses

which Mr. Cowen ao juatl:y condemns, but it is wholly inadequate as a
basis tor the building \lp or'a great working class party."74

In November, 1882, Barry introduced approximately sixty "Democrata of the Chartist type" to eow.n.

The purpose of the deputation

vu to protest the cloture as a vehicle of bourgeois political int'ringe-

ants upon minority rights and freedom or speech whic:h also resulted in
the delaying

or

.

.

.

full working class entrailchisement.75 On November 2~,

Tlpttl Mall Cmtte, Septe•ber 8,'1681. as·q~oted by Wilkins, 205.
12fj lke Paper8;Jb.D MS8 1J3924., t201.
T3Ma.ltman Barri, ·'l\t . Catechism of $)e Eutern gseation (London.

186o), 4

..

.

r4Letter," Blu"r7 to !WH:Sll• March 9, 1881, Radic!:l, March 12, 1881.

75Labour

Stt:!!Md·

loftlit'ber 18 1 1862.
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Barry read before a rally a letter from Cowen which promised to submit
their petition protesting the cloture.

"I learn with satisfaction,"

wrote Cowen, "that the London working men are taking independent
action, and that they mean in the future to keep clear of the machine
political."76

The effect of Cowen's association with Barry, however,

made Cowen appear ridiculous and provided ample anununition .for Chamberlain to criticize this connection in a speech on December 19 at the
annual meeting of the National Liberal Federation.

Chamberlain

especially criticized the group by insisting that the deputation had
been hired at one shilling per head for the meeting.77
Besides opposing the Liberals for their Irish policy and their
dependence

u~on

the caucus, Coven al.so was generally critical of the

Government's imperial and foreign policy.

Concerning Afghanistan and

SOuth Africa, Cowen insisted that the Liberals were merely continuing
Conservative policies despite Liberal denunciation of these same polici'es
while out of office.78
He

also insisted the Liberals were following the Conservative-

approved Treaty of Berlin, except where its provisions were favorable
toward Turkey.79

He

charged f'urther that the Liberals had shelved

their advocacy. of national self-determination in the case ot the nonChristian Albanians by sending a fleet in

September~

1880, to force

the inhabitants of Dulcigno to Join the "barbarous" Montenegrans, whose
76eou,.-ant, Novem.~r 24., 1882. .
1'7Chronicle, Deeaber 20, ;1882.
78Ibid. , July 2l, l880't.
'.
.
T9'ones, 184.

,.

,j
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prince was a mere Russian stipendia.ry.80
The most important development during this period, after Ireland, was Britain's

in~asion

of Egypt.

Toward the end of 1881 a

nationalist insurrection was started in Egypt by Colonel Arabi, who
was viewed by the Government as a threat to British interests.

Cowen

not only viewed Arabi as a native nationaJ.ist but denied· he was even
unfriendly toward England.

Coven insisted that intervention was un-

necessary (which pleased the anti-imperialists) while eventually coneluding that the only future alternative to annexation was anarchy and
pillage (which pleased the imperialists).

In denouncing the Government's

indecision, Cowen again won prai•e from Conservatives.

In brier, he

objected to the Government's lack af Parliamentary approval ot its
course of action, its destruction of a native nationalist movement "by
bombs and ba.yonets," and its hypocrisy in claiming to have opposed
"military despotism" atter ha.vine; changed Ireland into "a. vast barracks."81
Nationally, Coven's support of the Irish and his extremely harsh
criticism of the Government's Irish and foreign policy had separated
him in all but name from the Liberal party.

However, the Radicals and

the Irish, men such as Hyndman, admired his attack on the Gladstonian
government and tried to capitalize upon Coven's fame and reputation.
The Tories, likewise, viewed Coven aa the major enemy or their enemies
and thus praised him extensively.

8oJone•, 165, l6S~

Speech., Sept-.ber 4, 1880, Hansard, CCLVI,

129...llO.
81.Jones, 232..35. Letter, Coven to Mr,a. Josephine Butler,. August 1,
1882, Cowen Papers, 146. Letter, Coven to Colonel Cory, June 5, 1882,
Cowen Papers, F43. ~_gn_i~l..tt. July 26 1 188;2.
·

V.

ASSOCIATION PROBLEMS Al"fD MORLEY'S ilEFEAT

The overall result of Coven's political behavior from 1880 to

1832 was his total alienation f'rom the Liberal Association of Newcastle, which grad.ual.ly.began to regard. him as a worse e~il than Conservatism.

Nevertheless, the more Coven became alienated from the

Newcastle Association, the more he was praised by the Irish, the newly
rounded Democratic Federation, and various Conservatives.
Within iiewcastle, Cowen .vas able to take advantage of the caucus
spl.it on coercion.

The Junior Liberal Club, however, resolved on

February 1, 1881, by a 23-to-9 vot9 and a.rter a heated debate, that
both Hewcastle representative• should.support the Government's Irish

policy, including coercion. 1 .This resolution enabled Coven in rep17ing
to insist he would

oppose the Coercion

Bi~l

"on every .occasion and at

every point by a.11 the resources in my power."

Cowen also promised

in case the bill passe4 to "delay its operation" and try to minimize
"the despotic powers that the Government are seeking to obtain."

Cowen

&lao replied to an Association criticism of his failure to support Glt.4atone concerning Ireland by "regretting" that he had "opposed the av.a•
pension of the privil.eges of tlle Constitution for the .lriah people."2

Both these replies of Colren were re&ei and discussed

at.~

Irish

1cbronicle; Febr'Uary 8, 1881.
.
....
2IAtter, Cowen \O;the J~ioi" Liber-1 Asaocie.t~~.·re'bruVY io.
1881, Duncan, 123-24. t.t.ter~ Co~n t.o t.he JuniorJ4~ Association,
March 24. iaa1. in w11Mx ;s;;!Q:ae&c~. March. 2a, i88i.· ; ·
.
.
1,,

'

;

14\
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meetings in the ,fowcastle area and subsequently increased the already
present suspicion of the Irish toward Orthodox Liberalism in Newcastle.
Cowen also delighted the Newcastle Irish with the pro-Irish
editorials of the Chronicle and the utilization of Tim Healy, T. P.
O'Connor,

and

Michall Davitt as columnists for the Chronicle. Also

significant was Cowen's formation ot a Newcastle deputation of two
miners and

a.ti

engineer which Yisited Ireland in June and July or 1881.

The deputation was led by John Bryson,. who had recently been deposed
as head of the Northumberland Miners Association partly because of his
pro-Irish views.

Bryson, who was a leading proponent of Land League

activities, was charged secretly by John Pringle, one of his leading
opponents, with having been assisted "by that.degenerated organ the
Newcastle Daily Chronicle, which from week-end to week-end wallows in
the mire of false and :anonymous accusations and insulting personalities."3

Cowen had instructed Thomas Sexton, M. P., then the virtual

head of the Land League; to provide the names of people to interview

.

and places to visit throughout Ireland.
I

4

Cowen also underwrote the

entire cost of the deputation and carefully planned its composition
and other details.5

The deputation regularly sent reports ~hich were

printed by the Chronicle under sub-heads such as "A Village Tyrant"
(Clifford Lloyd), "A Sheriff's Sale," "How Landlords Apply the Screw,"
and "How a Liberal Government helps a.n .insol.ent agent to extort an
3r.etter, Pringle to Grey, May 16, 1881, Grey Papers, 208/ll.
4Letter, Cowen to Sexton, n.d., Cowen Pape~s, .F45.
5There are many letters in the Cowen Papers from Coven to the
editor of the Chronicle pertaining to the .deputation.
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unjust rent."

'l'he conclusion of the deputation, namely, that little

concern was shown over the Land Act while coercion was universally
detested surprised nobody. 6

i'ievertheless, despite their sub.1ecti vi ty,

these reports served as excellent propaganda among the Newcastle Irish.
Cowen also spoke at numerous Irish meetings, and when he was
unable to attend, Dr. Rutherford would often take the podium to speak

in favor of the Irish and in praise of Coven.

Newcastle Irish rallies

also attracted almost all prominent Irish Nationalist Parliamentarians,
who would inva.ria.bly praise Cowen before the local audience.
The reaction to Coven's Irish view and the influence of his
Cb[opicle was a. very important factor in influencing public opinion in
Northeastern England.

The Labour S\andard• which by 1881 had become

most hostile toward Gowen's Irish views, claimed that Coven's influence

was the 111&jor factor behind the unfavorable opinion in the Northeast
toward· the arrest of Dillon and Parnell.7

The Copgregatis>nalist. which

us even more anti-Cowen than the Labour Standard, admitted in March,

1881, that sympathy tor .. Irish Ma.lcontents" wa.s'round only in "the
districts where
ptiona.list,

Mr~

Coven is s.till regarded as a leader."

in stressing the Chronicle's a.lleged support

The Congre-

or

&•.:

Conservative, emphasized that it "circulates in all the Jllining villages
of Durham, and wherever it goes it is a devisive force in the Liberal
party. 1t8
C9ven's attacks upon the GoYernment's Irish Policy and the
6ChJ'onicle, June 6, July 7, '1u1y

1881.
7taoour Standar'4,

Mat

a,

July

16, Jul.7 21, July 22,

7, .and October. . 22, 1881.

8The Congg1ttion&list, t4rch" 1'881 1 238• October, 1881, 869-70.

subsequent caucus defense of the Government were key factors in turning
the Irish against the Liberal Association and against Ashton Dilke, who
was regarded as the caucus representative.

Dilke in October, 1881, re-

gretted that many caucus supporters took "so strong a line" on Cowen's
voting against coercion.

Instead., Dilke admitted that he, not Cowen,

had deviated frllll his election pledge opposing Irish coercion, and,
therefore, he and not Cowen owed his constituents an explanation.
Nevertheless, on November 22, 1881, the Newcastle Land League so disrupted one of his rallies that he was unable to speak.

Furthermore, at

Newcastle Irish meetings, various speakers promised to turn out Dilke
at the next election.9
Besides having Irish support;. Cowen received endorsement .within
.

Newcastle from various individuals and interests approving of his ideas
on foreign policy.

Since the time of his opposition to the "Atrocitar-

ians," Cowen was continually being praised by members ot tbe Foreign
Affairs Association at meetings and through letters to the editor of
the Chronicle.

More important were occasional bi-partisan meetings

supporting foreign policy notions similar to those of Cowen.

On

October 12, 1880, for example, a meeting was held to protest Gle.d•toae's
bellicosity toward Turkey.

Among those participating were George Craw-

sbay, the leading disciple or Urquhart in the Newcastle a.rea,. Elijah
Copland, a prominent carver and soon-to-become leader ot t.be N;evcaatle
Democratic Federation, Thomas Gregson, a prominent Covenite and one of
9cnronicle, October 15, and Noveal>er

23, i88l.
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the oldest active Liberals in the Tyneside area, and James Hall, a
widely respected Conservative shipowner.

At the meeting, Hall and

others praised Cowen, but when prominent members of the Liberal Association attempted to move an
disbanded in confusion. 10

~ndment

to the resolution, the meeting

Both Conservative newspapers also generally

praised Cowen, especially concerning his speeches on foreign affairs
and attacks on Gladstonian liberalism, and thus almost all ot the
newspaper-reading voters in Newcastle read articles which praised Coven
against his enemies. ·
Coven

~as

also supported by working class groups who felt that

the caucus was closed to all but the middle class

'bec~v.s.

ot such

things as its holding key meetings 1oiuring weekday hours· when the working
class could not possibly attend.

Furthermore, Cowen had acquired an

al.most legendary reputation in the Newcastle area as the "Tribune" of the
people for his past activities on behalf or the common people.

It must

also be emphasized that while Cowen always praised self-help and was
suspicious of governmental interference, many prominent meabers or the
working class· in Newcastle also denounce4 the excessive centralization
tendencies of the time.

On February 3, 1882, a branch of the Democratic Federation in
:tfevcastle held its first pu'blic meeting. ·since it viewed its main
purpose as educational, its activities consisted
by

pr~i11

of lectures

speakers such as Elijah Copland., ita President Lloy!lJones, Prince

lOibid., October 13, l88o. Willi• Hayward,
Hazell and'Wa'tson Co., 1896), I,·82. ·

.John Hall (London:

....
Kropotkin, and others on topics such as :foreign affairs, the caucus,
and Ireland.

At many of the meetings Cowen was eulogized.

Perhaps

the best example of this eulogizing was at a February 22 meeting in
Newcastle when Hyndman stressed that Cowen represented the working
class.

Subsequent speakers that evening also identified Coven's career

with democracy and the political education of the working class.11
Cowen helped the Federation by sending .it such things as state
papers concerning Central Asia and Egypt to further its discussions.
He also sent occasional inspirational letters which were read at meetings.

One such letter attacked the Government's legislation "against

opinion" and noted tbe similarity between English and Russian despotism
and Coven's contention that both he-and Kropotkin struggled against a
common enemy. 12 On November 6, 1882, Cowen even chaired a Democratic
Federation meeting for Lloyd Jones.

In introducing Jones, Cowen con-

demned the electoral inequality of the time, urged the imitation of
Bihilist zeal in propagating the cause of democracy, and praised the
Federation's work for increased political freedom.13

Undoubtedly the

leading members of the Federation had been sympathetic to Cowen even
before a Newcastle branch was established, but Cowen now had another
important pressure group which could be counted. on to support him.
One of the key factors which Cawen repeatedly blamed for the
disastrous Irish and foreign policy of the Government was the caucus,
which tried to make M.P.s act as delegates whose sole purpose was to
llchronicle, Februaey 23, 1002. ·g.ro11:icle, February 4, 1882.
12rb;d., October 14, 1882. Co1,P'aqt, July T, 1882.
13courant, November 10, 1882. •·
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offer blind support to Gladstone.

Cowen accused the :fowca.stle caucus,

especially in his annual speeches before his constituents in January,
1881 and 1882, of desiring to act as a funnel between Cowen and the
people.

He also charged that the Association leaders were

a

cliq_ue

who could control the political organization after public opinion waqed
concerning politics.

He accused them of.being power hungry in attempt-

ing to.control the Chronicle and to dominate city and Parliamentary
politics while really not representing the ideals of Newcastle Liberalism.
Furthermore, he and many sympathizers charged the caucus leaders with
having only recently concerned themselves with politics, while he had
been active in public life tor the previous thirty years•,
accused the caucus of attacking him•on personal grounds.

Finally he
These attack4,

he said, culminated in the sending of uncomplimentary remarks &bout
Cowen to other M. P.s and the sending of anonymous threats-such as
drawings of "gibbets, coffins, and other deadly apparatus"-to Coven,
himselr. 1 4
The Liberal Association, however, responded slowly to the Cowenite charges.

It was not until September 9, 1880; that its Executive

Committee acknowledged Coven's February letter of resignation from the

Associ&tion.15

William juies, M.P., at the annual meeting of the Gates-

head Liberal Association in October, 1880, declared that Liberals "ought
to remain satisfied that Mr. Coven would. in the main. be willing to act
14See Jones , 17.7-92, 218'"".19.
l5Chronicle, September 23, 1880. Some newspapers even understood
this to uan that Cowen had resigned in Beptember, 1880; see, for ex.ample,
The Times, September 23, 1880.

151
in support of Liberal principles and of the party to which he so long
belonged."

In reply to a taunt that Cowen was a Tory, James urged

patience and tolerance for those whose views differed from those of the
Association.16

A similar plea for toleration of Cowen was shown at the

annual meeting of the South Northumberland Liberal Association on
January 29, 1881.

At this meeting 'there was considerable opposition to

the re-election of Cowen as one of the vice-presidents of the Association
because, as one critic or Cowen
would be no Association."

decl~ed.,

"if Cowen had his way there

Councillor Dixon denied that criticism or

Cowen might alienate Cowen further from Liber8.l.ism since, "he can't
get much further away."

Nevertheless, after considere.ble discussion,

the appeals tor unity and toleratiQn were so successful that Cowen was
re-elected unanimously.17

On March

3l, 1881, Coven was also re-elected

u one of' the vice-presidents of the Junior Liberal Association, des-

pite an attempt to remove his name from consideration.18
In January, 1881, however, considerable anti-Coven sentiment had
been shown at the various Liberal ward meetings which met to elect representatives to the General and Executive Committee•· Various speakers
criticized Coven's speecti o:f January 3. in which he had denounced the
caucus; many speakers compared the Association's volunteer canvassers
at the last general election with Coven's paid·canvassers.

There were

also the usual critici.sms ot the Chronicle and the "LOndon Letter","'
but very rev direct attacks on Cowen.19

16courant, October 8, 1880.
ll!H,!2.., Febru&l"Y 4, 1881.

-

18Chronicle, April l, 1881.
19fbtd., January ll, January 12, January 13, January 14, and
January 15, 1881.
,
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On ),larch 12, the General Committee, after rejecting b"th a. very
harsh resolution ar,ainst Cowen and a resolution urging conciliation,
passed a resolution criticizing Coven's failure to support the Government and his "attitude of ~ostility towards it."

The cominittee U.ecided,

however, not to discuss "the question of selecting a candidate in place
of Mr. Joseph Cowen at the next election, as they already- had two members, and it was unnecessary to re-open a question that was settled at
the last general election."20

On June 3, a semi-private Liberal meeting

met ostensibly to discuss both the possibility of starting a new morning
Liberal newspaper and the representation of Newcastle.

Although Swan

indicated at the meeting that he hoped to see the representative question
discussed, practically the entire me;.eting was devoted to discussion or
the newspaper

q~stion.

Discussion of representation was brief and may

be summarized in Watson's statement that the Association should ascertain whether Cowen was against it and, if so, the members should try
to unseat him.21
Toward the end· of 1881, the caucus had ta.ken a much firmer line
against Cowen.

In December, 1881, the Alnwick Junior Liberal.Club

~lected James to replace Cowen as a vice-president.22

extremely bitter dis&greements erupted at the

ann~

In.-!a.nuary, 1882,
meeting of the

South Northumberland Liberal. A,ssociatiofl ooncerni- the·. re-election of
One apeU..rvbo
advocat~ Coven's
re-elec..
,

Coven as a vice-president.

:.

tion claimed that Cowen h&d contributed generously

to .the

A.lisociation and
1881.

Tbeae reports are locateci n ti.
England.
. · .··.
.· .·

21Cbropjcle, June·4, 1881.
22Courant, Dec~r
.
. .· 31, l 881.
<
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ha.d in 1879, "attended most assiduously to his duties" as a member of
the committee to select a Parliamentary candidate for the county seat.
Sir Charles 'l'revelyan, cha.irman of the meeting, criticized Cowen' s
"objectionable, destructive opinions," but urged the Association not to
sever relations as such a move might prevent the "honest and conscientious" Cowen from rejoining the told..
Anti-Co\leni tea at the meeting, however, were much more "~reme
.,,.,

than they had been the previou.a year.

One member denounced Cowen as un-

fit to participate in any Liberal Committee which chose candidates for
constituencies.

Swan also opposed Coven's re-election since Coven was

"doing far more ha.rm to the Liberal cause than any Conservative that
could possibly be named in this county."

Nevertheless, Cowen was once

again re-elected as a vice-president.23'
This harsh anti-Cowen sentiment was al.so reflected in the various
Newcastle ward meetings of 1882.

At the first meeting, on January 23,

Watson stressed that one of the first duties of the Executive Committee
was to settle the question of Newcastle representation.

He warned that

when an M.P.'s independence resulted in support of the opponents of
Liberali~m,

then the M.P. was wrong.

At a different meeting, Henry

Clapham charged that Cowen had deserted to the opposition and, theretore. had to be ousted.

'The finality or the Association's break with

Cowen can be demonstrated by the failure of Rutherford to be re-elected
to the General Committee and by the passage of a ward resolution requesting that the first meeting of the General Committee be.devoted to

23Chronicle, January 30, 1862.
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the discussion of the question of finding a candidate to replace Cowen.24
The General Committees on February 23, 1882, decided overwhelmingly to
unseat Cowen at the next general election by running two other Liberal
candidates.25
The most

import~t

factor in the caucus shift away from Cowen

was the increasingly harsh anti-Government

t~ne

of the Chronicle and the
In early 1881,

failure of the Association to establish a.rival daily.

both the South Northumberland Liberal Association and the Newcastle
General Committee emphasized the need for a Liberal daily,26 and on
June 3 at a special private meeting ot the Association, members discussed
the possibility of establishing a morning Liberal paper.

.

meeting 9 stressed that the Chronicle

Watson, at this
'

'

had· attacked the Association in an

"unprincipled, unfair, and despicable" manner by suppressing tacts and
deliberately misinterpreting statements, and by levying false incriminations at true Liberals such as Thomas Burt.

Watson also ·esti:m.e.ted that

the cost of establishing a newspaper would be no more than 4f20,000.

Among the other speakers who promised to col.1ect subscriptions or who
denowiced the Chronicle, the most important was James Joicey, a wealthy
colliery owner.

Joicey, after promising to subscribe money tor the

Tenture, warned that Cowen was:
• • • a man ot great persistency ot purpose and & continual dropping
Mr. Cowen had worked hard vi th his
paper to turn the people one wa.y; and Q.Ow tor tbe.past four years he
had been turning tbem another~ He vu gradualiy poisoning the minds
o'f the working men otthis district, and. his inf1\leace, and the
influence of his paper wa.i most pert14iQua.

ot water would wear away stone.

2llrb1d., Janu&ry 241 January 26, January 21, isa2.
25Ib14., February 2,, 1882.
26tbid., Januarr 30, 1882.
Liberal Association! 18$1.
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As a result of the meeting, a six•ma.n committee including Joicey, Swan
and Watson, was formed to establish a morning paper.27
By

September the project was in serious difficulty, according to

Sir Charles Trevelyan.

Although still admitting a. "kindness" for Cowen,

Trevelyan felt Liberalism had been "misrepresented" by the Chronicle in
the general election of 1880.

Furthermore, he denowiced·tbe Chronicle

as being ''made .up of Communism, Jingoism and Low Sport," as being

"totally unworthy to be the organ·of the Liberal: Party in two such
counties as Northumberl.and and Durham," and as being "positively conducive to political. and personal demoralization."

Therefore, Tl'.eYelyan

willingly subscribed.1'50 as a first installment toward the creation of

a morning Liberal paper controlled

~Y

Watson.

Instead ot

~ing

a

share in a morning daily paper, however, Trevelyan discovered his
money financed what he called "a small Evening Paper conducted upon
principles which are diametrically opposed to those of our Party."
Trevelyan threatened a public lawsuit unless restitution was made.28

In its annual report for 1881, the Association admitte4 that, just at

the point of success, it failed to establish a paper "through circW1stances over which we had no control." 2 9
This meant, therefore, that Orthodox Liberal.ism would continue

to be at the mercy of hostile newspapers.

Leading Liber.&:ls bitterly

)

complained, as did Ashton Dilke on October 14, 1881, 1;he:t. the Chronicle
27Chronicle, June 4, 1881.
28tetter, Sir Charles E•. 'trevely&a to William Woodman, September 9,

1881, Trevelyan Papers , CET 18.
29:EiethAna\\&lijeJ?2rtot

,

;n, Newcastle.Liberal AssQCiation,

1881.
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falsely reported their speeches.30

Another Liberal charged that the

Chronicle had deliberately shortchanged Gladstone at Leeds
his speech only 10 columns of print.

by

giving

A different Association member

claimed that the reporting of the speech was good but th11t.the editorial
on the speech was subject to criticism.31
The most detailed criticism of the Chronicle, however, was James
Annand' s pamphlet A Pl•ha

Wt.er

\p

inMM

fimr•n M.P.

been dismissed in 1878 as editor of the Chronicle,

Annand, who had

had naturally be-

come very critical of Cowen, whom he accused of.Jingoism, of advocating
anarchy through his Irish policy, and of a hatred for Gladstone.

Uever-

tbeless, Annand insisted it was the conduct of the Chronicle rather than
Coven's votes or speeches which initially alienated Cowen tr-. the
Liberal party.

Annand also stressed that Coven's "pol,itieal opponents

in this district can only speak through you [Cowen]~ and thrf',>ugb your
newspaper."

As a result, Cowen, through his paper, had often me.de "a

successful meeting of [his] opponents" seem to be a failure. ·Finally,
ll&id Annand, Cowen had used his Pa.rliament&I7 seat for personal g&in

through his "London Letter" attacks on Liberalism and had, even

~come

k.novn as "the Member for the Newcastle Chronicle"32 in Parliamentary
circles.
What really shocked tiber&ls concerning the'ChropJ,ele's power

wa.a the result·of the bye-election for North DurhaJa.il'l
September of 1881.

~st

and

In thiselection, the Conser,vat~Te Sit George Elliot

I
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was victorious on September 3 by a margin of 652 votes out or l0,444.

Through the entire election the Chronicle editorials criticized the
Liberal candidate James Laing tor being too moderate, especially on
Irish affairs, and for being too much ot a Ministerialist.

The Chronicle

also claimed that a better ca.n4idate should have been selected and blamed
the Asaocia.tion "Managers" tor having ch9sen Laing.

Editorials also

stressed that Elliot, unlike Laing, proiaised concesa1Qns to Ireland,
such as the release of Irish prisoners, and predicted· that Elliot

would lean to the "left" of his party.

While it is t..- that the

Chronicle did endorse Laing, it was a most ha.lf-hearte4 manner or

s~i:>ort.33
During t~e campaign, Cowen'• name was rarely mentioned by either
side.

At a Laing rally, one speaker began to

critic!~'

the "London

Letter" but was interrupted by pro-Cowen cheers. · S_tr Vll~ed> Lawson
tried to praise Cowen at another Liberal t&lly, but e.rt..r aeV"eral inter~

1.

ruptions he announced be would cease discwssing "tb~ topic"~t Coven because it caused "fermentation," and everybod1 rea.11ze{i.ho¥ strongly
Lavaon,

the

leaQ.ing temperance advocate, opposed "f'e~nting.,"34

Immediately after the results or the election 1iere known, Orthodox Liberals met at the Sunderland Lil:>eZ'&l Club to ~ze the causes
of defeat.

Edward

c.

Rc:>baon, vbo presicied over tbis DIMt.ing, stressed

the Liquor· and Irish Alliance with Consertattves
as tM:$ora
in the de.
"·
'

feat.

· support ot a so-cal.l.ed Rta,d.ical nevspa,er

33cbfonicl1,
1881.

cm

tne

'l,Yne~ ~

~-. )1: :S.p'tembe~' ·l. September

by the absence

2, and September 5,

34Chronicle, September l, and Sept81iber 2, 1881.
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of one of their "prominent friends."

One outcome of this election,

therefore, was undoubtedly the Liberals' realization that something
had to be done about Cowen.35
In January, 1882, a ward meeti8g formally requested that the
General Committee at the earliest possible opportunity discuss the
question of replacing Cowen.36

On February- 23, before 15.0 to 300 parti-

cipants, the General Committee Ein&l.ly settled the official attitude or
the Association toward Cowen.
and defended.

At this meeting Gowen was.both criticized

Although almost every possible objection to him was

mentioned, the primary factor was criticism of his newspaper.

A Mr.

Thompson, who described himself as pro-C0wen and "·an old politician,"
said, ."they were not trying Mr. Cowfltn upon a fair issue. . The speak.ers
seemed to be ju4ging him more from vhat· bad followed from· hi.a pa.per than
from vhat be had done himself'."

This charge was indirectlY: ..amitted by

the extremely a.nti-Cowenite sponsor of the res.elution •.

~ Cla~ham

emphasized that Cowen,had immense influence, that his "tenid eloquence
is well calculated to bewitch the natives, and that the powerful newspaper he bas at his back more than doubles his personal intluence • • • • "
The most detailed. speech ill_ustrat1ng t.he anti-Cbr91icle teelill8
was made by R. s. Watson, who chaired the meeting.
hope

or

reconciling the J\,ssociation and Coven was
'

most recent speech, especially his "t,ool.ish and
ve objected. to the conduct or the C1Jloni$j=!

Wa~aon·insisted

des~~ore.d
by
t
,,

Cowen' s

sneeri~•tatement

because.~·

that

that

Coven did.not

take the Liberal party into partnership.+it!i hia." ;Re ~ntinued:

35chronicle, Sept.-ber i, 1881.· 'l'lie irimes,''~pt~ber 5, 1881.
36c&s>nicle, Jan~ 271. 1882.
·
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When we consider what an immense political engine the Chronicle is;
when we remember that from it Mr. Cowen obtains great political
power and material wealth; when we reflect that it owes its influence
to the fact that Mr. Cowen is its proprietor; it becomes an untenable
proposition that he shall refuse to be responsible for the sentiments propounded by it. (Loud cheers.) The conduct of the Chronicle!
What is it? Every word that can be said against the actions or the
Liberal party, or of the men who were placed at its head by the suffrages of an enormous majority of the English people, is said by the
Daily Chronicle. It there baa been anything in English history which
should have evoked the unwilling adlliration even of p<>litic&l toes,
it has been the conduct of that grand old man wbo, at tiiaea &l.most
single-handed, has been fighting patiently, faithf'ully, _.U'iedl.y,
the battle of Liberty and Progress~ (Loud cheers.) He au~been pursued with ferocity by bis opponents, and vi th rel~ntleaa't,:J•rcile•s •
pi tileas savagery by the Newcastle Daily Chronicle. Ca.~ ,
applause.) Gentlemen, this .is the danger to which we u.ie ~Xpoaed.
(Hear, hear.) What is the position when it is known t~ Mr-. Coven
is its proprietor? That every blow'f'rom the Newcast1s9;~ Cbfgp.icle
comes from Mr. Cowen himself; it comes from one who vu t'f'lU".Ged aa
a Liberal representative; and ve had better face aa_o1'11tee than' an
apparent friend.
,

•
-~'.

' ><:

George Luck.ley claimed Coven's views on Irelan4 8Al the Eaatern ,

~~.·he said,

Qustion were not the reason for his being challenged.

.

.

it was Coven• s desire to overthrow the Govermaent, as .•n•I~,-.
"•,,_

Chronicle, which made the Association oppose him.

"I

.

'

tbe

~#):~'·;~~","

said Luckl97, "how it is that in his 'Lob.don Letters• 11e,ij&.,i~eaaantly
clispe.ra.ging the PERSONNEL ot

the

prese:Q.t Gov~nt, ~·eXt~ting,
"'·'·,

excusing and even eulogising, s\tcli men as Lord Randolp),a:~bill a.nd

Mr. Ashmead Bartlett." CC>Ullcillor ~. Richardson, :~
•--.rizing
'
.
'

done,

J.

c.

' ,

'~;

.;

. ,''
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Cameron Swan accused the Chronicle of ruining Gladstone's plans for the
formation of a European Concert.

"Whatever could be done to prejudice

the action of the Government.;...to make success in that action impossible-was certainly done by the New9a.atl.e Cbropicle and by Mr. Cowen in his
contributions to that newspaper."
There were, of course* other charges against Cowen, which some'

what overlapped with criticism or Coven's journ&l.istlc endeavors.

Speaker

a.t'ter speaker insisted Cowen had become an ally of ConseM'a.tives.

Sweeney,

tor example, cited the Journal's praise of Cowen.

Claphall iuisted Cowen

was becoming another John Arthur Roebuck and predicted that unless the
Association acted quickly, Newcastle would become as ConserYa.tive a town
as Sheffield.

Luckley admitted

tha~.

&ltho\lah Cowen was a gOod Radical,

"tor some inscrutable reason be is desi.rous that the Goverrmtht should

be disparaged, should be lowered, and should co.me into disrepu.te, and he
would be gratified if it were out of power/'

Swan insiatecl that the

entire controversy could be reduced to th• rhetortcal question:

Mr.

"Did

Cowen now, as they believed he did &t one time, represent their

opinions in the House of Commons?"

Various e.xPlanationa were ottered as to how and why Cowen became
alienated trom the Glad.stonian·GoYernment and the Newoa.tle caucue.

As

to the cause of the split• sever&l speakers blamed, Co:wen' s dislike of .
Gladstone; others emphasized ditf'erenee•• ln f'oreign policy; 'and several

admitted they had no explanation.

Cert&in speakers empbaaized their

~is

approval. of Coven's ideas on toreign atfaira or some &sl>9ct of his Irish
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policy, but other anti-Cowenites dismissed these differences as unimporta.nt as reasons for their rejecting Cowen.
he did not agree with Coven on anything.

Only a Mr. Johnson claimed

Nobody except Whitten would

admit to a.ny personal ani:mOsity toward Cowen, and Watson even denounced
Whitten's "literary garba.&e which f'rom time to time has disfigured the

walls of Newcastle" and dismisaed it "aa the outcome or tbe foolish
imaginings of a diseased and somewhat lepro\\s mind.
(Mr. Whitten:

'It's true, every wori

(Loud ap.plause.)

ot i.t•.)"

Only thirteen persons objected to the resoluti,on, and.the Execu-

tive Committee subsequently concurred with the General Committee's desire
to replace Cowen.31

Shortly thereafter, caucus committees began to

negotiate with prospective ca.ndidat-.s.

Except in the caae of J.

w.·

Pease, who declined the Parliamentary o.f'ter, 38 the negotia~iC,na ftre
couducted in sl&Cb secretive conditions that even members ot

~he

lxecutive

Committee were sometimes not kept informed.39 Eventual.11. JoJ:m Morley
became the selected nominee. .
Morley, af'ter his failure to obtain a
remain interested in a tu.twe candidacy.

~eat

in 1880,. continued to

Although Morlq bad 'become

quite critic&l.·ot Coven in the late l8Tos. he remained outwardly.friendly
toward Cowen.

In .November, 1881, Morley·stayed at Cowen•s·house while

participating in a meeting ot tbe liorthen Liberal Assoeiar.tio,n 1 and a

Chronicle editorial. eYen praised Morley•a long speech bef:ore :the Association.

In tact, Morley-•• pro-Irilh Yi.Va were so well .Jtnow1r"that oz:ie

3T'!'he most detaile4 account o~ the meeting is the report or the
Ass~iation in the Jlewcastle Central Library.
See also Chronicle,
February 24, 1882.

Liberal

38c®ry.t, M&reh 31, :1882.
39see Chronicle, Decem»er 8, 1882,:ror complaints by Liberal
Association members.
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participant at the General Committee's meeting of 1-iarch, 1882, even
warned that if the Association rejected Cowen, then Cowen might run
with Morley against any Association caadidate.40
By no means, however, did Morley change his opinion concerning

Cowen.
Cowen [he wrote) is a really extraorctinary creature. He was
full of hospitality and civility. But he is about
.fit for
a vorking member of Parli&11ent aa I . . tit to be Jlla.D&ger of a
bank or a cotton factory. He is a conspirator to.the end of
his fingers: shittyi double• self-deceived: lives in. the true
delusion of all plotters and exiles, that the world is all on
his side; hates all governments aa governments, whether Czar's,
Gambetta•s, or Gladstone's.

as

Yet, when the Liberal Association contacted Morley in March, 1882, he
•
refused to commit himself immediately, .bUt insisted Newcastle was the
area· he most wanted to represent.41

The special committee of the Association secretly continued to
negotiate with various politicians, but its inabilit1 to select a
candidate annoyed many ot its JllOre extreme. anti-Cowenttes.

At the

Association's annual public 'meeting on December 7~ a number of' objections

were ma.de concerning Watson's ta.ilve to dil!lcuss the issue of replacing
Cowen.

George Luckley sharply inshted:tbat the ":first f.im" of the

Association was the elimination of' Cowen even if it meant the success
of' tvo Tory candidates because "two TOl"ie~
~~.

would

do.less ha.rm
to the
.
.
.

40chronicle, November· ~4 • 1881. ·•,t;•b~ 24, 1882. .
41Letter, Morley to Cbubetlain, ~~t:' 26, 1881• Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/402. Let~er. Morley to ·Wf.t'aon, March 14, 1882, Watson
Papers , RSW 11'. Hirst ,
is~. ±'!!! 1'\!l'h cluae 12 ~ 1882.

:t.+,
'. ?"

'.

·'·Jr '

.

'

'

~

. .·

'
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Government and to the Liberal cause than Mr. Cowen was doing."

At an

annual ward meeting in January, 1883, Association members such as John
Havelock made the denunciation of Coven tbeir "speci_al topic. "42
What most Orthodox Liberals failed to realize , however ' was that
.

Ashton Dilke's deteriorating health changed the issue of trying simply
to replace Cowen.

Instead, with the increaaing probability of having to

find someone to replace Dillte and · tJ:&e.n Vin a bye-elect1°"1, the Association

reali~

.

it would be. difficult to struggle against the Coven-

ites arid Tories simultaneously.

~·

Theretore, by

~cember,

1882, Watson

again communicated with .Morley conceru.ing the reprea.nt&-tion ot levcastle.

Morley quickly.responded to Watson tbat'h,e ~wld. bewtlling

to run "if events should make it necessary for you to·ru.a·a·candid.ate

"

..

'

.

:

suddenly in case of Mr. Dilke' s retirement," and i,t Mor~.'• ·abare of
the campaign expenses were not too· heavy.

Morley insisted that he d.id

not want.to run as the opponent of Coven and, in effect., Youl.d seek the

Liberal nomination only after Dilke was publicly vil.liac to resign.
Morley rejected Watson's request "to come :forward at u evl.1' date-

irrespective of Dilke's retirement."

He wrote;

I should be the opposing candidate to Mr. Cowen, and nothing else.
Now this would moat· likely - - the effect or proYOking him to
active bostilitT, if Dilke's. retirement necessitated a bye-election.
It might make him bring out (either secretly or openly) some man
in such a case, who would carry ott Radical voters enough to put me
below the Tory. It on the other hand, ·1 did not appear Wit~l.there
vas a vacancy. coven would have no excuse tor oppe>aing me, he
might even not be particularl.r an~ou to oppose. ADY'hov, it would
make things awkward tor·hia.43
'

42Chronicle, December 8, 1882, and January 24, 1883.
43tetter, Morley to Watson, December 3, 1882, Watson Papers, RSW' 3.

Morley readily sympathized with Watson's "difficulty in holding back
the more ardent DOGS in your pack," but stressed the certainty of victory
by

waiting and the fact that he could silence any Chronicle criticism or

the caucus' choosing an outsider by shoving Coven's letters "expressly
inviting me to offer myself in 1878-9."

Finally Morley agreed with

Watson about the "ultimate battle," a ref'erence.vhich could only have
pertained to a final struggle against Cowen.44
Throughout January, 1883, there vere numerous negotiations and
difficult,es pertaining to such things as Morley's share

or

expenses

and his determination "not to let the base, bloody and brutal. Whigs
play any tricks with me."45
however, was very optimistic.

The mood of Morley and his supporters,
Cha:itberlain doubted that "Coven would

make any sign," and he felt the Tories would have "no chance at a byeelection.1146

Morley also agreed that Cowen and his friends would probably

"riot be very actively hostile in any way" since the Covenites admitted
the Association was entitled to one seat.

Morley even believed the

Tories would oppose his election only if the Duke of Northumberland
"will produce money, which the said Duke is not iond of doing."

In

fact, Morley was even told by Watson that he should win by two or three
thousand votes "unless there is some outsider sprfng by J. C. or otherwise making a split on our Side. 11 47
44Letter, '.forley to Watson, December 18, 1582, Watson Papers,
Letter, '.'-iorley to Watson, January' ll, iaa3, Watson Papers, RSW5.
45Letter, '4orley to Watson, January ll, Watson Papers, RSWl~.
Letter, I,forley to Watson, January 11, Watson Papers, RSW5. Letter,
Morley to Chamberlain, January 24, 1883, Chamberlain Papers, 5/54/482.
46Letter, Chamberlain to Sir Charles Dilke, January 16, 1883,
Dilke Pa,Eers , ADD MSS 43886, f .11.
.
47Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, January 26, 1883, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/484.
RSW4.
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Once Morley had decided to run, the only major question waa
when to announce Dilke's retirement and Morley's candidacy.
~d

Morley

Chamberlain supported the caucus' desire to maintain secrecy on this

issue, but Morley preferred a two-week period between the announcement

ot Dilke's retirement and the election writ in order to silence

any

Tory and Cowenite charges that Liberals had no real opportunity of
selecting a candidate.

Morley's suggestion was accepted, and.on Febru-

ary 8 Dilke's resignation, on the grounds

or

poor health, was publiahed.48

The next day, :>!orley addressed the Liberal 500 a.nd emphasized that he
would support the Government 99 percent of the time--the one percent
excluded involved coercion.

The caucus unanimousl)r approved. Morley as

.

the representative of the Association,

~ubject

only to a formal appear-

ance before the i~ewcastle public. 49

-

Morley's candidacy bad fooled all the .Newcastle papers and The
Times, which had suggested only the names of Sir William Armstrong, a
rather conservative Liberal, philanthropist and Newcastle industrialist,
and Isaac Lowthian Bell.50

The Journal gl.eetull)r reported t.hat the

Associatio~ bad been caught completely by surprise concerning Dilke's

resignation and that Watson had telegraphed London for confirmation of
this report.51
Nevertheless, there were problems.
tive press announced

Fer one. thing, ,the Conserva-

it would not oppoae Armstrong

and

might not oppose

48Letter, Morley to Sir Charles Dilke, January 31, 1883, Dilke
Papers ADD MSS 43895, :CJ.60. Letter, Morley to Watson, February 3, 1882,
watson Papers, RSW8. Telegram, Morley to Watson, February 5, 1883, Watson
Papers, RSW9A. Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, February 3, 1883, Chamberlain Papers, 5/54/491~
49Chronicle, February 10, 1883. Hirst II, 155.
50The Times, February 9, 1883.
51Journal, February 10, 1883.
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Bell but would strongly oppose Morley. 52

~forley

also :?xpres:;ed his

fear of Hamond's declaration to contest Newcastle unless Armstronp: were
selected

by

Liberals because Ha.mend would obtain a,;:>roxim:ttely 1,400

Irish votes, which would mean in effect the loss of as many as 2,800
votes.

Furthermore, the remainder of Dilke' s 5 ,133-vote ma..1ori ty over

Hamond in 1880 "MIGHT disappear with unpleasant raDidity." if "J. c. or
his friends played tricks."53

On February 11, however, Hamond withdrew

from the rA.ce because of poor health, and the Conservatives "unanimously"
selected Gainsford Bruce as their candidate.

i£l:.!.

Both Morley and the Chron-

felt Ha.mend would have been a stronger candidate than Bruce, since

Hamond was pro-Home Rule.

Yet Morley was convinced the Tories would be

far more enthusiastic over Bruce alJ;hough they "expect to be well beaten
this time, but want to strengthen Bruce's position in vi.ew of a General
election when they expect Liberal dissensions to come to a climax."54
Morley also feared other possible Liberal contenders or independent candidates and privately accused Cowen of "trying to !et {I sa.ac J
Lowthian Bell to divide the party against us. 11 55

On February 10, the

day after Morley was selected by the Assoch.tion, Dr. Rutherford headed
a deputation consisting of two anti-Association City Councillors and
other prominent townsmen which requested Bell to run.

Rutherford in-

sisted the deputation would have been larger had there been time to
52The Journal wa.a more emphatic in supporting ~trong than the
Coura.nt; some Conservatives even felt tbat
contest would be a waste
of time; see Chronicle. February 12, 1883 •.
53Letter, Morley to Ch~berlain, January 29, 1883 1 Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/486~
.
.
. ·
54Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, JanuarJ 29, 1883, Chamberlain
Papers. 5/54/486. ChroniclM February,12~ 1883. Letter, Morley to
Chamberlain,. February ll, l 3, Chamberlain Papers,. 5/54/493.
55Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, February 11, 1883, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/493.
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organize, and he vehemently denounced the selection of "iorley by a
clique.

Although Bell agreed with Rutherford, he requested time to con-

sult with friends in order to reach a decision.56

Later that day, an

Irish delegation met with Bell and promised to endorse him.

The Irish

deputation also denounced Morley as the agent of that caucus "which of
all the Liberal Associations in the country has been the 110st persistent
enemy of the Irish people, and particularl7 the eneZD¥ of the great friend
of Ireland, Mr. Joseph Cowen, M.P."5!
Bell, however, soon declined Rutherford's otter and left Bevcastle.

At the same time, Sir William Armstrong announced he would

accept the seat only if no contest were required.58

That.meant that

the only other alternative to Morley and Bruce was the Social Democratic
Federation, which regarded Morley's beliefs as almost identical to a
Tory's.
The Chronicle, on February 9, endorsed Armstrong.- Bell, and a
workingman's candidate, in that order.

It stressed that the Liberal

Association used guerilla tactics concerning Morley's selection.

Al-

though it conceded that Morley's belief's were satisfactory, it insisted

that Morley would subordinate his to those of a clique and, in effect,
was the representative of the Anti-COWen group.59

The Chropicle viewed

Bruce as a mild Conservative, but wi~h littie chance otvinning, and
really sided with the Demcx:ratic Federation.60

56chronicle, February 12, 1~83.
5/Journ.al, February 12 1 -1883.
58Chronicle, February 12, 1883.
59Ibid. Februar7 9, 18e3, a.r;id February 10, 1883.
60ib'I'd. Februa.ry'12. l88J.

-

On February 12, about 50 workers met to discuss the possibility
of running a candidate, and on the following day a Labor nepresentation
Committee was orga.nized.61

The first choice of the Committee, John

Burnett of the Amalgamated Society or Engineers, declined to run on the
grounds that "they could not have a sounder candidate on labour questions
than Mr. John Morley."62

On February 15, Elijah Copland was chosen to

run, according to the Chronicle, in the "most free and open" meeting
ever in Newcastle.63

Copland's acldreas favored, among ot.ber things,

legislative independence for Ireland.

On February lT,.be.t'on a crovd

of between 900 and 3,000, he stressed that he would vote tor 111t&aures
and principle rather than men or party.

Copland al.so stressed that the

Newcastle Liberal Association abusfd Cowen.

Robert Scott ·bad preYiously

claimed that, al.though he agreed with.Morley's political vieva, he waa
"on all fours with Mr. Cowen" who was the opponent of the A.aaociation
and, therefore, would vote against Morley.64
The Chronicle editorially compared Morley's "secret"~aeiection
with the admirable method of choosing Copland.65

It also denounced

Watson for claiming Copland was a traitor to his clas:•, p-,e. a tull
column biography of Copla.nd, and gave apace to various Reaica,i supporters
'I

:
'f'., ••i

of Copland,

s~ch

f

as Charles J. Gtt.rcia, secretary· Qt. tbe}Mtltr~ Cent.r&l

Democratic Association. and F.

w. ~&outal'
or the
•)
.

~tbv~;:~i~..l: Club.66
.· • ·.>

;'1-"'

'·,

'f

.c
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elected, then he would be controlled by the Chronicle's financing of
him.67

R.

s.

-..iatson denounc.S. the Chronicle editorial of February 9

and secretly believed Copland was & mere stooge of the Chronicle, whose
electoral participation was "very bitter, very nasty, and very disgraceful."68
On Februaey 19, however, Coplud. suddenly withdrew fol' numerous
The two most iaporta.nt f'actors, however, were his failure to

reasons.

receive Irish support, which he claimed resUlted in a. near cessation
of financial contributions, and his
election deposit.69

in~bility

to raise the necessary

T'nere was hope among Copl1.µ1d supporters ot obtain-

ing financial assistance from Cowen, but Cowen refused to become involved personally with Copland.TO •
Copland's retirement did not, however, significantly &id Morley,
except for the fact that the Chronicle editorials b.ecame JllU.ted.

Copl&nd

&dmi tted that most of his potential support would have 'Deen dravn troll
Mo~ley also doubted whether Copland "will get~· who woUld

Bruce.Tl

have gone for me" or vb.ether he woUld have received vot•s ··t"rom the Irish
and other :malcontents who vould have voted for the Conset'Y'atives.72
Ordinarily in a bye-election in Newcastle, the Conservative had

no chSAce.

However, Bruce we.a able to atilize three

fac~ors

vhich

ordinarily vere.unavail&ble to Conservative candidates •. ·1.erhapa most
67Ibid.

Watson, Rem,izda~acg, 168.
69see Chronicle, February 20, 186!.
·,· ·
70see letter, "A New Voter•• to the hvc&,stle'·Labour .Representation
Commit~e, in Chroniclea)'e~ l4, 1883, and l~tter, Coven to Thomas
Herdman, February ~a. itj03, Coven fapen, F4Q.•
.
.
68J"O'Urnal, February 10, 1883.

71Chron!cle, Febnary 20, 1883.

·

72Letter, Morley to Cbamberla4.n, Febrµ.,.ry 18, 1883, Chatn.berla.in
Papers~

5/54/495.

·
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important for Bruce was the January 18 endorsement given him

by ~few-

castle Irish who wanted to show their hostility toward the Government
and their anger at the Liberal Association's treatment of Cowen.73
The Irish reluctance to support Morley was so strong that he conceded
that 75 percent of the Irish electors would vote for Bruce.74
Another important asset to Bruce was the attitude.of the Chronicle.
Although its editori4.s really did not praise Bruce, it tore .into the
Liberal Association and Morley's opportunism, even suggesting that
Morley's literary talents would be better emp:l.oyed,outsid.e Parliament.75
There were also numerous letters to the editor from dis~n1chanted Liberals
explaining why they would vote for Bruce, a quote froin.the.k91!don .l!!cho
criticizing Morley's Egyptian posi.tion, and an accoJ.\nt·

o.t

a meeting on

February 14 of "Radical" secessionis~s f'rom the Libera:l.~ssbciation.76

w.

Moderate Liberals such as

D. Stephens complained.of tl'le. Chronicle's

lack of excerpts from the Irishman or the Freeman praising Morley's
'Irish views. 77

R•. S. Watson admitted that the 'Chronigle, bad t~ithfully

reported Morley's speeches,78 but he privately denoun~edthe (:hronicle's
attitude in letters to correspondents •

.A.lbe:-t Grey rep,\:ie~ to Watson's

letter by admitting he was "s&dly.disappointed in Joe;d'P to le.st week

73chronicle, Februe.ry 19, 1~3.
·~·j·, '.
741etter, Morley to Cha.mbel"ltin., Feb~y .22, ~'· Chamberl&in
Papers, 5/54/497. In the same ~t~r Morley .. se.i.d t'ha~:·~. ~-~ent or the
Catholic vote would go to Bruce.
. · '.
.· , · .
, .
75Chronicle, Februe.ey 2i.,· a~ '"f,:ebr~ry .23, lS
76Ibid., February 15, 1 ~'bt~Uir l&,f: Fe'bruaey''
P:~bruaey ~3, 188.
77Ibid. February 16, '.168).'., ~,
'
78Ib'Id. FebruarJ 23, •1883-. ·
··

-

'
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[i.e. after February 10] I had cherished the belief that he

wll.S,

.tllO

in spite

of all his faults, a big man; and he has shown himself so miserably little
ilow he always posed as one who was never touched by petty personal considerations."

This remark was not directed to Cowen's absence from

Morley's platform, because Grey also declined to assist Morley publicly
due to the latter's Irish views, but obviously at the CP£onicle's line
of conduct. 79 Even Lord Richard Grosvenor, the chief Liberal Whip,
.,.

'

~iµ spi1;,'9.

emphasized, in response to Watson's lettei:, that

°"

vbtlt the

Engla.~\v~Joe
·. !" '· . . .

Chronicle says, I don't believe there is a man in

~

~

Cowen

woul.d not rather see as M. P. for Newcastle than Mr. !'4or,1~~"80
Finally, Bruce and the Conservatives were able t•: srla.ke. a campaign
issue out of the idea that they were .fighting the battle;·~·· Coven
•

•

•

true Liberalism against the caucus. ·.Bruce

;<'·<,.

'

consi~tentl.3r

Morley was really brought to Newcastle to fight

:.:~-

'

Cowen.11\,~~'JJ.ext
-'·

.

also praised Cowen's struggle against the cloture,

•' !··"'

'

-

.. " ,
~c·"'~18.
~

tion and charged the Association was responsfble for

and

Charged that

'

.

., '

elec-

'~,:-:.

.Bruce

hi$·.-i~j.n4e11ce,"
. .

and his past record of supporting European liberty.
Newcastle was proud of Cowen and his paper.Bl

'

He -.J..scr cldmed that
.

.

~

Other Conservatives praised Cowen for his independent convictions.
Perhaps the most interesting eulogy was ma.de by

He~ ~~'

who claimed

that he voted for Cowen in 1880 because of. his "stra.i4t~to,~ard, and
manly bearing" and that tt was the tir$t time he had ~Yt~ ~~te,q: ·ror a

Liberal. ·Naturally he requested that Liberals now do
•

'

t;~. aame for Bruce.
·.u~.,;t:

:,;:;.

•

o

o

..

He also re[)eated the gossip that the Libera,l Assoc:i,a.t;f..on .·bad turned to
79Letter, Grey to Watson, Febr,.,r-J l7J, 18~~. Grey Papers, 217/3.
80Letter, Lord·Rich~d ·Grosv.-not t<i.\fa\s,on,, FebTU&r.f 14, 1883,
Watson Papers, 9D.
. .
· ... · .
8lchronicle, February 15, and February,:21 •. 1883. Journal, February 14, February 15, and February 16, 1883. Courant, February 23, 1883.
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:1orley only out 0f desperation in order to find

9.

ca.nJ.idate.

ibis was

only one example of the many and varied pro-Cowen remarks i.'.1 speeches on

Bruce Is platfcri:.s. a2
Both Conservative newspapers also contained

nw~erous

letters from

alleged Liberals, Radicals, and workingmen denouncing the Association's
attacks on Cowen and urging voters to vote Tory in.order'to spite the
Association.

Both papers also stressed that Morley's victory would

really be a defeat for

Cowe~,

and the Journal especially reminded its

readers of Association attacks on Cowen, such as Qu.in.'s laJ.leged denunciation of Cowen as "a traitor, a Jesuit, a libeller or·;the Grand Old
Mo..n, a. snake in the grass," etc. 83
Morley tried to counter these Conservative a.ccu8&tions'b7 praisinl'
Cowen.

Thus, to an outsider the election would have seeacr.\musually

strange.

The candidates wer.e completely opposed c;:oncerning the

~le

of

religious obligations, the caucus, the cause of the ferror inthe French
Revolution, the character of·Gladstone, and almost ever1thing else.

Yet

both seemed to have nothing but praise for Cowen and both emphasized
how ideologically close they were to him.
Throughout the campaign, Morley emphasized his f.t'iendahip with
Cowen, praised Coven's "wide politicd knowledge," proclaimftd his
"genuine admiration for Cowen's brilliant gifts," and a4ded that
whatever differences existed between them we:re "as· tos-.din the balance
compared with the all-important points on which he beli,:f'ed the Radi~als
of Newcastle were agreed."

Morley a.lso promised it

82Journal, February 12, 1883.
Chronic~e, February 21, 1883.•.

3Journal, February 15, 1883.

eie~ted to right

CSIBfant,.Febt-uary 16, 1883.

i74
"side by.side" with Cowen.84
Morley also believed that he was able to surmount all difficulties
concerning coercion and independence.

Often during the campaign he was

asked whether he was really an anti-Cawen candidate, or whether he would
side with the Liberal Association or Coven at the next general election.
Some questions he found 4ifficult to answer.

For example:

"Your politics

creed being identical with that of the senior member, do you justify the
action of the Liberal Association in seeking to oust.· him?•• · Morley
hedged: ·"I refuse to express, indeed, I am not sure I have an opinion-.as to the relations of the senior member with that Association.

part there is no attack on the seat or Mr. Cowen:

Mr. Cowen."

On my

I am not here to oust

Morley vas equally evasive on questions c0ncerning the

Chronicle and future anti-Cowen movements.

Morley's identification

with Cowen was ma.de easier by the fact that Association attacks on Cowen
practically ceased once Morley was chosen by the Associ-.iion•85
There was no real doubt about the outcome of the election; eveey•
body expected Morley to win.

Cowen insisted that Morley was

~sure

to be

elected," and Albert Grey, in reply to a letter from Watson, declared he
was "glad to hear that

~orley

is perfectly safe

question was the margin of victory.

. . .1186
~

At first, Morley

win by two or three thousand votes.Bl

vu

The real
told. he would

Shortly before th• election,

however, Watson secretly predicted a victory

tot~

ot 8tSOO votes to

81'rbid. t'ebruary 10, Februaey i2, . a¢ February .,13.~ 1Ss3.
85Letter, Morley to Chambe:rlain, February 11, ·183,,, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/493. Chronicle, February f4 •. 188~. fo~, February 13,
1883.
.
·.
•. .. . .· .: .
86tetter, Oona·.:' ~o 'l'homaa serd.Jrlan/February 23, 1883, Cowen
Papers, F46. Letter, Grey to Watson, Feb~27,.1883, Grey Papers, 217/
87Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, January 26, 1883, Chamberlain Pape
5/54/484.
.
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Bruce's 7,500.

The change in the predicted vote, a.ccordinR: to Harley,

was due to the hostility of Irish and Catholics toward his candidacy,
and of Cowenites who would vote for Bruce "out· of spite" or who would
abstain.8 8

Even George Meredith, a con.fidant of Morley, admitted bein;s

alarmed by Cowen's attitude and the Irish vote.89
The vote was a Morley victory:
ins~sted

9,443 to 7,187.

The Courant

the Conservative defeat was due primarily to faJ.se hopes con-

cerning "Independent Liberals."

"No one in the constituency," the paper

declared, "believes that any of Mr. Coven's friends contributed to increase the Conservative vote, as some. of the Ministerial newspapers
affirm. 11 90

'fhe Times also agreed essentially with the

.Co'QTant

and

claimed the entire Liberal party ,.supported Morley

exC'e"P~.

section who would have preferred a l.Ocal man."91

For Morley and the

Association, the result could not have been better.
the election, the victor said the "Cowenites are much
our majority than the Tories.

for

a "sma.1.1

I.rrmedi~tely

more

It is a smart slap for. ·them.

after

aghast at
Ir Watson

had stood instead of me, he would have had another 1,000 votes, representing religious abstentions in my case.

The Irish·&re'believed !!,2l

to have gone solid. "92
The effect of the election upon Cowen was somewhat surprising.
Cowen had previously refused to

be~ome

involved because .it was not

881etter, Morl.ey to Chamberlain, February 22, 1883, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/497.
.
.
89Letter, George Meredith to Admt.ral Maxse, Mar<;b 5, 1883, Letters
of Geor~e Meredith (Nev York: c. Scribner's Sons, 1912)9 II, 338.
bcourant, Mar~b 2, 1883.
·
91The Times, February 26, 1883.
92Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, Febrilary 25, 1883, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/499.

176
customary for a. sitting Member to help a colleague "especi:illy" when
there were "differences of opinion in the party."

Cowen also maintained

that he saw ;-i:orley before he le:f't Newcastle and had been shown a private
letter from watson to Morley.

He

said he inferred from both "that it

woul.d be better for me to take no part whatever."

Cowen insisted he

had not been asked by Morley's friends, who had violated.tradition by
nominating a candidate without letti11g the present
concerning the candidacy.

M.P.

have some say

Finally, Coven insisted Morley was originally

a candidate against him and was a stranger to Newcastle:93
Nevertheless, there were predictions made by the Labour Standard
and occasionally by Morley supporters during the' campaign that the
Morley victory might resul.t in a reconciliation between Cowen and the

..

Association.94

Morley, almost. immediately a.f"ter arriving in Parliament,

was amazed at Cowen' s being "most friendly and oblif!ing."
Cowen even discussed with Morley the possibility of
with the Association.

a

On '>fa.rch 26,

reconciliation

Cowen specifically requested an invitation to

attend the annual Association dinner on March 29, at which he would have

an opportunity to show his .. desire for peace and good will in the party."
Morley replied to Cowen's request for "a little good will on both
sides". by declaring that Watson also desired a reconciliation.

Morley

also said he hoped that both Newcastle M.P.s could work together but that
"he was completely in We.tson's hands in this matter."

Morley felt the

dinner invitation would be an ideal opporturiity to ,let 'bygones be bygones but also warned that HavelQCk and. Quin_ migbt. view a reconciliation

F46.

93t,etter, Coven'o WhOJAM .Herdman. l'eb.ru~ 23, 1883, Cowen Papers
The Ju.ye, Decelllberl2, 1885• Coven ;Pa.i>ers, E9.

94Labour Sta.nd&rd, February 17, 1883.
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as "a selfish private compact" and that others "might think it 'impudent
for him [Cowen] to come and drink the health of a man to whom he had
given no help, and to whom his newspapers had been very sultry."
Finally, Morley warned Watson that Coven Jnight "deny tnat he ever said
a word or all this."95
Morley requested instructions tram Watson and agreed to follow
Watson's advice to say nothing to Coven concerning the dinner.96

Addi-

tional conversations between Cowen and Morley resulted in Coven's admittinf
he had lost his ideals and promising "to write a long and pacific letter,
or at least a Full and pacific letter if he is invited.

But he now says

Morley requested that .Cowen receive
invitation in order to .,test him. 97
-.

he has not received an invitation."
an

11

Somehow, something happened e·ither on or before
destroyed all of Morley's optimism.

~<tarch

27 which

He wrote:

I certainly think that this is one of the basest things ever done
by him or his satellites. The policy of it is transparent. It
may succeed but it makes him infa.mousA No reconciliation is possible.
I feel even I must at last see that.9°

Tbe folloving day, Cowen vrote expressing his regret at not being able
to attend the Association dinner.

In his letter, which vas read aloud

by Quin, Cowen decl.ared he and Morley agreed on the "essential issues•
and "personally it would not be easy to find tvo members between whom

95Letter,
90Letter,
97Letter,
98Letter,

Morl.ey
Morley
Morley
Morley

to
t.o
to
to

Watson, February 28, 1.883, Watson Papers, RSW
Watson, March 20, 1883, Watson Papers, RSW 15.
Watson, March 20, 1883, Watson Papers, RSW 16.
Watson, March ·27, 1883, Watson Papers, RSW 17.

l
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there exists such a cordial trustfulness and friendship."

'1.'atson then

commented "hov useful it [the letter] would have been seven weeks ap;o
(applause).

He could only hope it was a good augury for the future."99

Watson, in his Reminiscences, also relates

~

conversation with

Morley at the dinner pertaining to the following letter from Cowen.
Dear Morley, I congratulate you on your victory. 1 did not think
that a stranger in Newcastle would ever have been elected in that
way. :.fy eyes have been very bad for the last three weeks so that
I have no idea whatever of what has been appearing in the papers.
I hope they have treated you well.
Watson commented sarcastically to Morley that no man "in his senses
would send a note to you like that.

It is not as though he were a poor

man to whom every penny made a gr.eat matter but if the eyes were bad he
had at hand 30 or 40 men who would be delighted to read to .him what
they were saying in the newspaper. 11100

Morley, on April 22, told watson

"the line taken at our dinner about his letter [to ~uinj made things worse as
in truth l fully expected.

I think it a pity at this time, but it is of no

use to cry over spilt milk."101
As a result of the election, the Association managed to elect a
ca.ndidate without any help from Cowen.
cian of national recognition.

Furthermore, it also had a ooliti-

True, the caucus was

temporarily its public
declaration to unseat Cowen,
'

forc~d
bu~

to suspend

its victory in the

(

bye-election only increased its confidence~

Elven w'tthtlie opposition of

the Irish and the Democratic Federlltioo, the ~~uc~a: ila~· .s,till '-lon a smashing victory.

..

99chronicle, ·'-!arch 30, :L883• .nu.p'¢:~~_.·1~1-~;
~~ch 30, 10.3 3.
lODioiatson, Reminiscencea.i>:loB:•'' . ·, , ;. . ,
.·
101Letter, Morley to W~'~' ,.J\t>ril·, 2f?t 1883, .Watson Papers, RSW' 18.
"~·.!f::;·.,:·· ;?·~
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VI.

THi 1835 GENERAL ELECTION:

VICTORY OR DEFEAT?

Between John Morley's election for Newcastle and the General
election of 1885, Cowen introduced few new political ideas-.

He did,

howe!t7r, shift his emphasis significantly from Ireland to Cgypt and the
. --

Sudan and to domestic political reform.

The 1885 election campaign was

bitter, and its outcome lei't the victorious Cowen with a feeling of
actual defeat.
In December, 1883, Cowen again condemned the past and present
policy of the Government towa.rd Egypt and stressed.his conviction that
England could profit by expanding;narkets in an eventual Cape-to-Cairo
sphere of influence.

Simtltaneously·, he said, the natives would bene-

fit from English philanthropy and the ending of slavery.

In fact,

Coven suggested, the Government should abandon any attemnt to impose
Western institutions on Egypt with the resultant dual

~gyptian

control

and should simply rlU.e Egypt as a colony.l
In early 1884, Coven became extremely interested publicly in
the Sudan and claimed he had unsuccessfully tried to warn the Government of the seriousness of the Mahdi's uprising.

In brief, Cowen
'

claimed that the Government's Sudan policy vacillated like its Egyptian
policy and that, after the massacre ot Hicks

Pasha~

the Government

should have either prevented Gordon's expedition "or seen that it Vas
lJones, 240-47.

179

180
prosecuted with some .Prospect of success. 11 2
At first, Cowen was rather critical of Gordon's apparent refusal
to withdraw, his approval of the slave trade, his vacillation in general,
and everybody's seeming to place the "most charitable interpretation" on
his actions.3

In May, 1884, Coven began to idealize Gordon.

In a Par-

liamentary speech, Coven declared 1;.hat the Government was bound to protect kinsmen in the Sudan and that Cordon, whom Cowen praised for not
abandoning his garrison, should be sent additional support.

More start-

ling was Cowen's insistence th&t Gordon had been
systematically contravened, thwarted, restrained, and trammeled.
Not a single request • • • had been complied with, not a solitary
proposal had been acted upon; and tM cabinet after having committed every error the circumstances al.lowed, were shabby enough
to attribute their own failure to their baulked but sedulous and
heroic agent.4
In early 1885, Cowen described Gordon as "one of the noblest spirits
that have ever shed lustre on our race," and called upon all Englishmen
to close ranks to rescue Gordon and make sure that the Sudan shoul.d
never be in "unfriendly" hands.5

Arter the massacre, Cowen bitterly

attacked the Government tor 1;he disa.at.er.
Cowen also charged the Government vith consistently vacillating

on matters ot foreign policy.

Hansard

Moreover, he felt its blunders could he.Te

2Letter, Cowen to Frank Carr,.February 8, 1881' 1 Cove~ Papers, F51.
February 19, i884, CCLXXXIV, l.378•383.
·
~Chronicle, February 21, March 26 • ·and.. April 22.. ·lB~.
4speech, May 13, 1884·, Han•!ti• CC~III~ 248..;55.
5Jones,. 270-71.
, · ··
.
\
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been prevented if enough Independent Liberals had conscientiously spoken
out instead of succumbing to caucus pressure.

It was, said Cowen, this

lack of independent criticism--aince only a handful of Liberals woUld
vote against the Government-and the "ignorance" of caucus M.P.'s
which,enabled the drift in toreign Policy to develop.6
Cowen thrust another 8ll&ll thorn in the side of the GoYernment
in his reaction to Chamberlain's Shipping Bill.

English shipowners had

resented many of Cha.mberlain's accusations and especially oppcsed the
provisions concerning destroyed cargo.
a shipping bill

Cowen never denied the need tor

but insisted that the shipowners. "a respectable

~

of men," had not been able to present their ca.se and vere aabject to
Chamberlain's three.ts of caucus reprisals.
..

Consequently,

co..,.n

the formation of a select committee to handle the problem.T

ten·ored

When the

Government agreed to appoint only a Royal Commission, Coven chaired a
shipowners' meeting in which he was authorized to move an amendment to
the Queen's speech opposing the Commission unless four shipping representatives were included on it.8
After the Government made adequate concessions to the'shipping
industry, certain individuals dema.n4ed the removal of Chamberlain trom
the Commission.

According to th~ Labo& Standard, .a paper most wil.f'Jritllla4ly

to Cowen by 1884, Cowen alone opposed the idea ot humiliating the GoTernment or Chamberlain

and, tberefore,vas •ble to

tor the removal of Chamberlain.9

prev~t

any formal request

ln general., howeirer,·&ltbo~h it would

6speech, February 19, 1884, Hansud, CCLXXXIV,. 1378-383.
7Letter, Cown to Major Jones, February 19, l88lt\' Cowen Papers,
F50. Chronicle, February 23 1 and March 8, 1884.
Bsee !lie Ti~a, November 4, 1884.. See Bl.so 'l'he TiMs, November 5
and loirember ~. l~a4 •
.9Labour Standard, llovember 8, 1884.
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be easy to over-estimate Coven's importance in this matter, the evidence
of nevspapers and of the Chamberlain and Coven Papers suggests that
Cowen' s activity vas not of ma.1or importa.nce in the shipping controversy.
Cowen vas also involved in the Proportional Representation
Society, the Reform Bill agitation, and women's suffrage.
these activities, however, did he devote

In none of

great deal of' time or energy.

a

Concerning proportional representation, Cowen was motivated partly by
the desire to see "independent" opinions represented; he felt that
otherwise Conservatives in the cities and Liberals in the counties would
have practically no eiectoral voice.

More important, he feared that the

existing political system with its increased electorate would result in
caucus "wirepullers" controlling the political machinery and subordinating
everything, including the elimination of a candidate's "inconvenient"
opinions, to the attainment of victory. 10

Although Cowen was willing to

join and to become a vice-president of the society, he refused to support
amendments in favor of proportional representation since his doing so
would represent a defeat for the Government

'l.nd

would .Jeopardize the

Reform Bill of 1884.ll
One of Coven's political goals had always been democracy, and

his support of the Reform Bill surprised no one, although some Conservatives felt Coll'en had damned it with lukewarm praise·. 12
ever, generally refused to

p~icipate

Coven, how'

personally in reform demonstra-

tions, which he felt should re:rJ.ect working class partieipants. 1 3 In
lOJones, 251-52. Chrop&oltt December 3, 1881'.
llLetter, Cowen to UMrt Grey, June 17, 1885, Grey Papers, 218/1.
Letter, Cowen to Sir Cb4rlea Qav~n Dutty~ February 29, 1884, Cowen Papers,
F50. The Times, December 4, 1884.
i2coura.nt, Septetnber 28, 1883.
13Chronicle, J~ 4, 1883.

supporting the bill, Cowen even defended the Government's actions, both
in submi ttinp- a "practical" bill 11nd in trying to meet the ob.,ections of
the Lords.

In f'l.ct, Cowen insisted that the Conservative peers

h~d

decided to oppose the Bill even before Gladstone's bellicose speech at
the conclusion of the franchise debate and that the "real secret" of
the Tories' opposition was their desire to hold an election in Ireland
before any reform bill.

Cowen also suggested that the Government com-

plete the Reform Bill without letting it be ".jostled out of place" by
measures such as redistribution or proportional representation.14
one thing he would allow to come

befor~

The

the bill, however, was women's

suffrage, since he dismissed all objections to it as similar to the
"stale cliches" previously used against the enfranchisement of non;..
Anglicans. 1 ?
During this period, orthodox Liberals generally dismissed Cowen
as an impractical maverick; the Far Left and its periodicals such as
Justice and the Republican applauded his actions.

fories usually praised

his patriotism and independence from the caucus.

There was even specula-

tion that Cowen might adhere to the fourth party or some other new group.

The Congre6ationalist saw him as the potential center for Liberal
Adullamites concerning the Egyptian problem.16

The Chelsea and West-

minster Radical Association even asked Cowen whether Radicals should
conclude from his Parliamentary activity that he had ,joined the "new
l4Letter, Cowen t'o Joseph Shepberdaon, Ju1y·14, .J.884, Cowen Papers,
Letter, Cowen to John Taylor, July 22, 1884, Cowen Papers, F50. !!l!,
Times, July 29, 1884. J:011es,.251.
15For Coven's views .on wo111.en•s suttra.ge~ see especially his letter
to Ma.,1or Hewton in C!U'op.icgo, April 30, 1884, and his speech, June 12,
1884, !!ySsard, CCLXXXIX, .li · :...66.
The Cong_re.catioll!list,
July, 1884, 593. ·
I

F50.
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independent Conservati~e party. 111 7

Further1nore, Cowen even admitted

privately that "there was never more want of a national party" in order
to change the present course of foreign policy and the power of the
caucuses and that "everything points to a split in the ranks at no
very distant date. 11 18
Nevertheless, although be personally admired the members of the
fourth party and "malcontents" such as Lord Fitzwilliams, Cowen refused
"to have anything to do with any cave business •

. . .nl9

Nor was Cowen

an admirer of the imitation of caucus tactics by Tory Democrats or what
he considered their sudden change from Orthodox Conservatism.20

Further-

more, in replying to the Chelsea and westminster Hadical Association,
Cowen had always adhered to

11

democtatic political views" and his opin-

ions were those of' the "old Libera.ls. 11 21
During this period, Cowen was still strongly opposed by the Newcastle Liberal Association.
treatment of' him:

Morley bitterly resented the Chronicle's

its omission of his speeches in Parliamentary reports

and its somehow influencing The Times to utilize material concerning the

Liberal. Association which "clearly comes from the Chronicle off'ice." 22
In May, 1884, ;.forley replied to a Parliamentary speech by Cowen on Egypt
by

insisting that Coven's opinions were unrepresentative of .Nevcaatle

and by attempting to refute Coven's arguments. 2 3 Although Morley later
l7Tbe Times, June 5, 1884.
18Letter, Cowen to Sir Henry X.,N'd, February 20 1 1884, I.ayard
Papers, British Museum, liond.on, ADD M$S 39037, ft'93•94~
l9Letter, coven to R.a. Beed, ·n,,d;., Coven ~. B415.
20 chronicle, Mal' 21, .n4 llo~•r. l, ~~ ~:·:. -. · . .
21Letter, Cove~ -~ the ~~-- :«04 ~~~' Radical Association,
June 3, 1884, The 'i*iMf:• Juae ''• ~-~- · . .· /'" ·.
•; · .···.·
· · ·
22tetters, Morley to a;s. Wa'tfOi,1, ~-26, •d loTember 10, 1884;
'Watson Papers, RSW 38 ·&JUI 65D.
·· · .
. ·. ·. . , · . · .·
·
23see speech, M,.y 13, 1881.i, BMf&r$,.: <:cI..nxVtII,, 255-60~

admitted Cowen ha.d remained outwardly friendly, he believed Cowen "will
never, never forgive it" and jokingly asserted that he hoped "I shall
not be overtaken

by

him on a dark night, with a Dagger."

Although Morley

was opposed in principle to the Goverrunent's E~tian policy. he refused
Cowen's request to support an amendment opposing this course in foreign
affairs.24
Watson steadily criticized. the Chronicle in _speeches before
Libera.ls, for attacking "everything which they held dear" and

•

tor taking

wifair advantage of the Gordon misfortune. Watson also clai•d that. the
Liberal Association had really ta.ken politics away trom·a newspaper
clique and that the Tories could not be better represented· in levcaatle.25
What is most interesting about the·se reu.rk.s is that they- ·were mor~
moderate than those of extreme anti-Covenites in the,

-r

A~c.1,.tion.

During this period, the Association also gained a
, :

-~,

vantages.

ot ad-

:,

First, Chamberlain, after previously_re.1,ectis\g pleas rt-om

Morley to visit Newcastle• finally consented to. speak
1884.

.

there·. in January,

Morley expressed his gratitude a.nd promised. a "tiret;-class turn-

out," adding, "It will make my seat safe, will send Coven into a frenzy,
and will fill thousands of honest fellows with an enthlisiasiic delight."26

In the speech, before a crowd of four tbousand9 Chamberlain not only
criticized Cowen eoncerning Egypt but ·aiso expressed.hi.a ~light at the
large number of' Government supporters in the Tynesi(le area "despite all
24Letters, Morley to R.s. Watson, May 16,_ 1884, Wat•on Papers,
Morley to Watson, I-larch 25, 1885, Watson Papers, RSW 57A.
25see Coura.nt, June 1 9 1883, March 6, and February 20, 1885.
26Letter, Morley to Chamberlain. October 27, 1983, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/517.
RSW 37.
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the flood of ·rory oratory that ha.s rolled over the country a.nd despite
too, what ve have heard nearer home from persons we might have hoped
would be our friends (cheers). • • • 27n

In ad.di t i on, in the summer of

1885, the Associ a.ti on broke the monopoly of a hostile •iewcastle Press.
By June, Joicey, then a caucus candidate for Parliament, offered to
finance the entire cost of a Liberal paper, and James AMand, the former
Chronicle editor, accepted the editorship after being prOlllised .:bsolute
power over the paper's "editorial and politic&l. direction."28

The

first issue, on September 28, 1885, set the tone for the ne9 Newcastle
Daily Leader:
In the great tr~ct of country from York to Edinb'U'gh, from the
Tees to the Tyne, and from the. blue hills of Cleveland, to beyond
the Chevote, there has been no gr.eat morning Liberal Journal since
the apostasy of 1878. 29
·
·
·l'hus for the first time, Orthodox Liberals had a most

con~enient

vehicle

of propagaada to counter the charges of Tories and Cowenitea.
.
·~·: .,

Finally, the Association was able to utilize the Redistribution
Bill of 1885, which created single member districts in the counties.

In

Durham, a "deal" was arranged with the Durham Miners Association in which
labor representatives 'W'Ould contest three seats and leave the
the Association.30

o~hera

to

One major obstacle to this arrangeme~t vas the can-

didacy- or Lloyd Jones, a cooperative exponent, for Chest.er-le
Street,
•.
27The Times, January 16, 1884.
28aeorge B. Hudson, From Smithy to Senate. '(Lomen: CaHell and
Co., 1908.), 92.
29Leader, September 28, 1885.
30John Wilson, A History or the Durham ~4iners Association (Durham:
Veitch and Sons, 1907), 197.
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which conflicted with the candidacy of Joicey.

Another obstacle was

Samuel Storey, whose attacks on the Government led
whether he was in league with Cowen.31

~orley

to ask

Before the election, however,

Storey did ma.ke his peace with the Sunderland Association.

In North-

umberland, Beaumont failed to reach an agreement with the Hexham Liberal
Association and declined to run; thus, the Association ended temporarily
the Parliamentary representation of a very prominent political family.
Orthodox Liberals scored a major coup in challenging T. E. Smith for
the borough of Tynemouth.

When Smith had abstained from voting in 1884

on Northcote's censure of the Government his relationship with the Tynemouth Association had deteriorated.

In brief, Smith refused to run unless

the Association withdrew its resol•tion censuring his abstention.

De-

fenders of the Association, such as James Craig, warned that Smith was
part of the fifth party (i.e., Cowenites) and urged a new candidate who
would defeat Smith if he ran against the Association choice.

Shortly

after failing to obtain a vote of confidence at a Liberal meeting, Smith
retired, leaving Liberals in control of Tynemouth.32

The Liberal Asso-

ciation also managed to assert a large degree of control over Albert
Grey, who decided to contest the Tyneside division after failing to
obtain support in Hexham.

31Letter, Morley to R.S. Watson, March 27, 1885, Watson Papers,
Chronicle, 14.a.rch 28, and October 14, 1885.
32Information on the controversy between Smith and the Association
may be .round in Chronicle, May 29, 1884, September 3, September 8,
.
September 12, September-lo, September 19, October 7, and October 14, 1885.
RSW 58.
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At the formal inauguration of the Tyneside
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Liberal Association, Grey was nominated as a potential candidate along
with James Annand and G.

o.

Trevelyan.

The Chronicle almost immediately

endorsed Grey, but various branches of the Tyneside Association and working class groups seemed to prefer anyone but Grey.33
As long as Grey refused to succumb to caucus control, he had some
rather unusual support.
Northumberland

~iners

William Wight, president of the newly formed

Political Association, informed Grey that he was

"through" with caucuses:
They have done 'l.11 they could to in.1ure you and Mr. Cowen. I have
supported you and :'U-. Cowen all through and if I had a hundred votes
he would get them all. And whatever division of the countiY you
stand for you ma.y rely to the fullest extent on my support.34
Thomas Hodgkin, Grey's campaign manarger, disclosed some curious remarks
made by a Mr. llran of the Weekly Chronicle who
has called here to say that he thinks something might be done in
the mining districts to put your claims before the voters. He
suggests a series of meetings extending over nine days and which
might be held by your friends if you do not go yourself. I send
the suggestion on, for what it is worth, though hardly seeing
myself how it can be acted upon without commencing a critical
caucus. He said also that though there were difficulties in the
Irish question he believed very strongly that Cowen was intending
to suppo~t you (this of course in •trict confidence). I think this
hint coming from a man actually in the Chronicle office and in
frequent communication with J. c. is worth noticin~.
Hodgkin stressed how es"l_)ecia.lly attractive the offer would be if the
Liberal Association decided to choose another candidate.35

s.

Neill, a

Cowenite, also inforned Grey that it Would be possible to obtain the
33c11ronicle, June 1, and June 13, 1885.
34Letter, Wright to Grey,. May 1, 1885, Grey Papers, 217/5.
35Letter, Hod~kin to Grey, June 13, 1885, Grey ?apers, 217/4.
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support of Copland and Bryson "on your behalf" and subsequently the
votes of the Tyneside Irish.36
Cowen's attitude toward Grey was wiclea.r.

He informed Grey that

he "watched with both pleasure and &dmiration your courageous campaign
in Northumberland" and tha.t he was "too veak or too stu-pid to attempt
public speaking or I would ha.Te attended some of your me¢tings with
pleasure."

Yet, on the sa.me day, he insisted to his editor that a.l-

though "every prominence" should be given to Grey's activity "we will
write nothing about him, or, indeed, any of the candidates.

They may

fight their battles for themselves. 11 37
On June 20, Grey announced that his election address was not
menacing to.the Liberal Association and that the Association "faithfully
and accurately" reflected Liberal party feeling.

A week later the Tyne-

side Liberal Association disclosed letters of non-candidacy from

w. s.

Robson, then regarded as the major opposition to Grey, ancl f'rom James

Annand.38

While the formal selection of a candidate vas del~ed for a

while, it meant that Grey was virtually wiopposed.
Immediately after Grey's speech of June 20, he

was

endorsed by

Councillor Richardson of Newcastle, an Association stalwart.

Shortly

thereafter, Richardson informed Grey that all other contenders had with-

drawn and that "if you will place yourself Wlder the wing of the Liberal.
Association, the Association will adopt you at once.

I have the authority

36Letter, Neal to Grey, June 24, 1885, Grey Papers, 217/9.
37Letter Cowen to Grey, June 17, 1885, Grey Papers, 218/l.
Letter, Cowen to R. Ruddock, June 17, 1885, Cowen Papers, F5l.
38Cbronicle, June 22, and June 29, 1885.
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of the Vice Chairman [ rr. y. Strachan] for saying

BO. II

Furthermore,

Grey was promised the same advisors that he had had in 1878 and 1880.
The most interesting part of the letter, however, wa.s Richardson's
blunt admission that the Association "have the dread that you are acting
in league with Cowen whose object is to smash the Association. 11 39

w. s.

Robson, then regarded as Grey's most formidable opponent, told Grey,
"If you submitted your name to the Association I would not allow mine
to be submitted, but if 7ou flaunted and attacked the 'l'yneside Association as Cowen had done at Newcastle, I would accept the invitation
of that Association and fight the seat against all comers."40
Although the Association unofficial.l.y endorsed Grey there remained the danger that somebody "might run as a Radical or 1a·bor representative against him, so T. Y. Strachan announced his candidacy as a
Radical.

Rarely, however, was he taken seriously, and Grey disclosed

that his own candidacy would continue irrespective of the Association's
endorsement--unless a Tory entered the field.

On October 3, however,

Grey was accepted as the nominee of the Tyneside Liberal Association,
and the caucus had triumphed again. 41
Despite these Association victories, Cowen had a number of political advantages.

Perhaps most important was his increased popularity

in Newcastle following his criticism of the Government's Egyptian and
Sudanese policy.

'l'his was admitted by the Courant, which doubted whether

Cowen's position "was ever stronger in the constituency than it is today. 11
39Letter, Richard~on to Grey, June 29, 1885, Grey Papers, 217/5.
401etter, Robson to Grey, June 30, 1885, ~rey Papers, 217/5.
4lsee Chronicle, August 10, September 18, September 28, _and
October 5, 1885.
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'.'-iorley also stressed to Watson that the Government's Bg:rptian l)Olicy
had strengthene::i Cowen 1 s position "whil~ yours and mine proportionally
weakened."4 2
Cowen also ha.d the complete support of the Irish voter and the
typical laborer.

Both the Courant and John Morley, whom the Courant

dismissed a.s an agent of the Birmingham Comunist, stressed that Cowen's
audience represented primarily the bottom layer or society.

The Coura.nt

claimed that Cowen's speeches were given on Saturday nights because it
was the only night on which he could secure a vote of confidence from
the audience, since the tradestnen,"who al.most to a man in Newcastle, do
not believe in him, cannot attend, but their places can be filled by
hundreds of pi tmen and tronworkers•, who have come in f'rom the surrounding villages, but who have no votes, and are not '.'-fr. Coven's constituents a.tall."

~-1orley

insisted that in one of Coven's audiences

"the Irish were 9 to 1 11 and "the respectable mechanics .v~re conspicuous
by [their] a.bsence. 11 43
Cowen was aiso praised consistently by the Newcastle Democratic
Club, which was associated with the Democratic !o'ederation.

Al.most typi-

cal was the remark of a Mr. Gibson who insisted at a meeting that Cowen
was "as good a working man's representative as could be got."

Eli.1ah

Copland again announced his candidacy in August, 1885, but fortunately
for Cowen he abandoned the contest.

ri'he

non-candidacy or Copland was

beneficial to Cowen, because otherwise certain workers vbo admired Cowen
42courant, February 29, 1884. Letter, Morley to Watson, March 8,
Papers, RSW 32.
43courant, December 14, 1883~ ~-.-. ~orley to Chamberlain,
December 2b, 1Be3, qhamberlain Papers, 5/54/542.
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might plump for Copland, and even John Hall, who was one of Coven's
chief admirers, admitted that Cowen might be endangered by Copland's
candidacy.44
Besides Irish and working class support, Coven was praised by
all Newcastle newspapers (until the formation of the Daily Leader).

The

Chronicle continually aroused the wrath or the Association, and by its
editorials a.nd columnists it could make caucus advocates appear ridiculous and their opponents seem praiseworthy.

More significant was the

Chronicle's overlooking many caucus meetings while giving full coverage

to Conservative and Democratic club functions.

The Conservative

papers, as Morley explained, taunted Cowen "with not daring to pitch
into the Caucus (after m:f electiQn) or the Government."

A t:ypical ex-

&Jlple of this would be the Gourant's claim that Cowen was alienated
from the caucus because as an owner of collieries, brick. works, and
newspapers he there:fore opposed "Chamberlain's programme or plunder."45
By

the summer and fall of 1885, Cow.en's strength and the Asso-

ciation's unpopularity were worrying Morley.

Instead of selecting a

second candidate, the Association had simply endorsed Morley without
requesting electors to plump for their candidate.

G.

o.

Morley had requested

Trevelyan to speak on his behalf at Newcastle but failed to con-

vince Trevelyan that his [Morley's] election •as "by no means" a certainty.
That November, a confidential Association poll revealed that Cowen would
receive 13, 500 votes, Morley 10 ,500, and Hamond 8 ,ooo. 46

If, therefore,

44 coura.nt, August 21, 1885. Chronicle, August 20, and August 24, 1385,
45Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, December 26, 1883, Chamberlain
. Papers, 5./54/542. Courant, February 20, 1885.
<
46tetter, Morley to Watson, July 12, 1885, watson Papers, RSW 63.
Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, November 6, 1885, Chamberlain Papers,
5/54/654.
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the Liberals had nominated a second candidate then perhaps either enough
Cowenites would plump or split with Hamond that both Liberals would be
defeated or Cowen might even be tempted to select the caucus-hating
Auberon Herbert as his running-mate.
During the iiewcastle campaign in the General Election of 1885,
a situation developed which The Times declared had excited more interest
than any other recent contest in Northern England.47

Three candidates,

in effect, ran sep'll'ate campaigns but the critical factor was whether
Liberals or Conservatives would split with Coven.
The Association had apparently believed Cowen might attend its
meeting in September or October.

Although Morley stated in September

that "if Cowen does not like to c"o:me, let him go to the D--1," Morley
regretted by November that Cowen was not running as a 11ational Radical. 48
The Association's attitude toward Cowen throughout the election was unclear.

The Leader consi'stently emphasized that Conservatives had

adopted Cowen as their unattached member.

"Saxon," a f'requent correa-

pendent, even advocated plumping for Morley on the grounds that there
was no difference between Cowen and Ha.mend, insisted that the Association should have selected two candidates. and charged that Liberals
who Yoted for Cowen aided those "who desired to stab Mr. Morley metaphorically

in

the back."

When it appeared possible that a reconciliation

might be attempted at a Cowen meeting. the Leader warned in advance any
47'The Times, December l, 1885.
48Letter, Morley to Watson, September 30, 1885, Watson Papers, RSW
65. Letter, Morley to Chamberlain, November 8, 1885, Chamberlain Papers,
5/54/657.
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reconciliation was impossible.

Furthermore, it later charged that Cowen

had become "politically mad," that he could never have raised enough
volunteer canvassers, and that the Tories ha4 been canvassing ror
Coven.49
Watson often denounced Chronicle charges but never requested a
Morley plump.

Instead, he occaaionall.y claimed that Cowen would be a

better choice than Ha.mond, and once said that if there were anything
left of the Cowen of 1874, it would be better than fifty Hamonds.

At

one meeting, however, Watson declared that if Coven Jr. had advocated
a Cowenite split vith Hamond, "then we will take off the gloves. 11 50
William Scott, Morley's campaign agent, also insisted that Association
canvassers were ordered not to request plumps and that this order be
placed in all committee rooms of the Liberal Association.51
Occasionally, a speaker at a Morley meeting, such as Al.dermao
Barkas, would advocate voting for both Liberals.5 2

Sometimes Cowen

would be praised at a Morley meeting by a speak.er such as F. C. Marshall,
who declared that "a nobler, more disinterested, and truer man at heart
did not breathe." Still, Marshall insisted Liberals should give Morley
either all or part of their votes.53
At first Morley tried to ignore Cowen as much as possible.

As

the campaign progressed, he was forced to deny' a Cowenite charge that
the Association had sent "young lads" to disrupt Cowen's meeting.54
491eader, November 14, through 30, 1885.
50Ibid., .November 28, 1885.
5lchronicle, November 19, 1885.
521eader, .ifovember 20, 1885.
53Ibid., November 25, 1885.
54Ibid., tfovember 18, 1885.
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November 27, the day before the election, Morley suddenly delivered a
bitter tirade against "the cowardly enemy at

my

back" and the failure

of Cowenites to give him "one word or support or appreciation" since
he entered Parliament.
because his subsequent

Apparently Morley became somewhat emotional
r~,Jfer.e,lnaudible.55
~-

\ ·.. "i .• t

As the campaign became more bitter. Association champions began
to advocate the return of Morley at the head of the poll.

Councilor

Henzill, on lfovember 25, said he felt Liberals should return Morley at
the top of the poll because the Chronicle charged Morley with being the
ll8.jor opponent of Cowen.56

On November 27, G. Luckley, who in 1882 said

that he preferred two Tories to Cowen, suddeiily 11.?lnounced at a Morley
meeting that Cowen-Ha.mond splits had been advocated at

a

Cowen meeting.

Samuel Storey accused Cowen of "political. meanness and subterfuge and
trickery and treachery to one's own party" and claimed that he was u.nable to decide whether Hamond was worse than Cowen.

Both Luckley and

Storey advocated plumps, and Storey also insisted that Cowen's election
was aasured.57

The Leader also assured its readers on election day th~t

Cowen was safe 'although it also announced the betting to be 5 to 4
against his being in the poll) and said, therefore, that true Liberals
should plump for Morley.58
The a.tt.it'1Cle of Newcastle Conservatives toward: Cowen was also
confusing.

Naturally, Conservatives delighted in his attacks upon the

caucus and the foreign policy or Gladstone, and regarded him as a lesser

55 Ioid., November 28. l.885.
56Ibid., November 26, 1885.
5frbid., November 28, 1885.
58fbid.

-
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evil than Morley.

Yet, their dilemna was that if they supported Cowen,

they might help elect him while jeopardizing their own candidate.

or

course.it would be a great victory if Morley were at the bottom of the
poll, but it would be a tragedy if Conservative votes enabled Cowen
to be in second place, while Hamond was third.
Nationally, Lord Randolph Churchill and the Globe endorsed Cowen.
On November 20, Lord Randolph rather suddenly emphasized that Cowen and
Bright, rather than the Tories, were the major opponents of Chamberlain
Radicals.

Churchill stated, concerning Cowen:

With many of his tenets I do not agree, but I do believe that for
honesty, for political independence and for a love of political
truth there is nobody in England who can come near Mr. J. Cowen.
Mr. Cowen made a speech at Newcastle the other day, which, so far
as I can profess to be any judge, was the most interesting and
the most impressive speech which has been made in this election
contest. I think he made it on Saturday last, and I am very sorry
that the English Press had not the discrimination to repeat that
speech verbatim. from end to end. It w&IJ a masterly effort of rhetoric;
it was a consummate literary composition; it was a wonderful et'tort
to place before the people what I might call the philosophy of
politics. But the chief feature of this speech was that from
end to end it was directed to exposing the utter fallacy and uselessness of the policy which Mr. Chamberlain has put be~ore the country.
It was one long argument, one long appeal, almost a cry for liberty,
for political freedom, for independence of thought and action.
Imagine
how odious these sentiments must be to the Birmingham
caucus. Mr. Cowen not only showed with great force the fallacy
of schemes of graduated taxation; he showed also the utter iJll"ii'
possibility of carrying into effect all schemes for the immediate
or rapid.establishment ot ·any system of peasant proprietary. More
than th&t, while avowing himself in taTOr of the disestablishment
of the Church of England in theory, he protested with all bis
strength and with all his force against the disendo'Wlllent of the
Church, which he said would be nothing but robbery pure and simple
(cheers)- as flagrant a piece of robbery as to take the endowments
of the Nonconformist communities or to confiscate their chapels ·
for secular uses. Mind, it is to the property of the Church of
England that '.fr. Chamberlain l.ooks to find him the funds for various
secular uses which he considers would be advantageous to the public.
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(Hear, hear,) Mr. Cowen denounced that policy amid the enthusiastic
applause of thousands of dewcastle Artisans. (Cheers) Is not there
a good deal of matter for serious reflection in these facts. (hear,
hear)--a good deal which would lead one to distrust the policy of
which Mr. Chamberlain comes forward.59
This speech was especially significant because it appeared in

many

papers

under a caption such as "Mr. Cowen and Lord Randolph Churchill," which
undoubtedly influenced some Conservatives to split for Cowen.

The Globe

expressed surprise that Cowen, who held a-pinions "absolutely identical" with
the Conservative Government, still described himself as

a Radical.

"It

•

however," the article continued, "he will but continue to enforce them
a.s he has done, it is probable that the supporters of Lord Salisbunr will
hardly be disposed to quarrel with the colour of the flag under which he
fights."60
Within Nevcastle, Hamond a.nd other Conservatives often praised
Cowen and emphasized the similarities between Cowen and Hamond.

This

naturally meant there would be some confusion as to what official
Conservative organs would advocate.

The Coura.nt from the beginning or

the campaign warned Conservatives against splitting with Cowen.

The

paper attacked certain of Cowen's views, such as his belief that local
areas should pay the salaries of M.P.s

and insisted Cowen had his own

newspaper to. canvss for him. 6].
The ,Journal, on the other hand, began its campaign coverage by
"deliberately" advising Newcastle electors to vote for Cowen and place
him at the head of the poll.

The Journal uso insisted that the

"pi.triotic" Coven had, in effect, become a Tory Democrat, that his "individualism" ve.s close to that of modern Conservatism, and that he and
59Tbe Times, November 21, 1885.
60Globe, as guoted by Leader, Noyember 17 2 1885,
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Hamond were really fighting "the party of the caucus. 11 62
Suddenly the Journal, between November 19 and 26, reversed itself
and requested Ham.and pl.umpers unless an "honorable understanding" could
be reached with Cowenites and reported th.at the bitterness between Cowen
and the caucus had been exaggerated.63

On November 27, the Journal

again endorsed Coven's return partly because of his usefulness in Parliament and partly because the caucus was seeking plumpers.

The Journal

also requested that Cowen personall.y ask his followers to seek revenge
by helping to elect Hamond.

On election day, the Journal simply declared

that the first duty of Conservatives was to elect Hamond, which left it
up to the elector whether to cast his other vote for Cowen.64
In contrast to both LiberaJ. and Conservative campaigns, Cowen decided to disp-•"' entirely with the' usual electioneering methods.

As

early as July, he had decided it would be impossible for volunteers to
canvas the approximately 27,000 voters; he, therefore, decided to restrict
his campaign to a series of public meetings.65

In making a virtue of

necessity, Cowen publicly declared that although the Corrupt Practices
Act of 1883 had prohibited only paid canvassing, "in spirit" the Act had
really opposed all interference between candidate and elector. 6 6 Cowen
also decided against any election day organization to encourage electors
to vote, a move which Dr. Rutherford estimated would cost him 2,000 votes.67
62Jourru:U, November 10 and No'l'Cllber 16, 1885.
63see especially, Ibid., November 19 and November 23, 1885.
64Ibid., November 2f"':nd November 28, 1885.
65Letter, Cowen to William Sutherland, July,.1885~'.Cowen Papers, F54.
66see his election address in The Times, ifovem.ber 12, 1885.
67Chronicle, November 28, 1885.

199
Between November 1.4 and 27, there vere seven maJor speeches and
two "heckling" or question-and-answer sessions.

In the speeches, Cowen

reiterated his views on !rel.and, foreign policy, the caucus, and the
"personal" opposition to him.

He also attacked the "excessive" govern-

ment of England and warned of the danger ot becoming

"lj,

nation of legis-

lative cripples, vho can only valk b7 the aid of state crutches."

He

insisted, furthermore, that the state's function was to promote equal
opportunity and that any interference with.the "sacredness of private
property" would result in "inextricable confusion."68
The Chronicle also assisted Cowen.

Shortly before the election,

its pages doubled, and, therefore, it could provide more electoral
coverage.

Obviousl.y it could report Coven's speeches in depth whi'le

directing its editorials against the caucus.

For example, it insisted

that the predominate inclination among the caucus representatives was
to request plumps, that :.iorl.ey was Coven's opponent, and that the
Association preferred a Tory over Cowen.

Finally, on election day, the

Chronicle denied that Cowenites on November 27 reques:ed splits with
Hamond and urged its readers not to vote for Morley.69
As in past elections, Cowen could count on the support of various
special interest groups.
ance advoeates.7°

Both he and Morley were endorsed by the Temper-

The North of England shipowners, arter a series

meetings, endorsed Coven and Hamond.71

or

The Democratic.Jl'ederat.ion and

68cowen's speeches.may be. found in the ChroQicf'·llC>'.i"_.,er 15
through 28; see especially The Times, .November lT, 18 •' · .
69chronicle , November 11, November. 19 • Novem:be~; ~ • ~vember 27 •
and November 2S, 1B85.
.
·
·
70Leader, November 27, l.885~
71The Times, November 28, 1885.
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Justice, the organ of the Social Democratic Federation, also had kind
words for Cowen.

Although Coven had denounced socialism and collect-

i•i•m,Justice insisted he had done more for the English working class
than any of his opponents who were denouncing him as a Reactionary.72
The most important special interest group was the Newcastle Irish,
especially since

Pa~nell

had hinted that there might not be arr;r exception

to his order to vote Tory.

Nevertheless, on November 19, Newcastle Irish

made no secret of their admiration for Cowen, and Charles Diamond warned
that they would never join in the caucus plot to
Hamond.73

r~place

Cowen with

On November 23, Parnell announced that Cowen would be one

the very few exceptions to the Irish endorsement of Tories.

or

That evening

a telegram from Parnell ordered th~ Newcastle Irish to plump fqr Cowen.74
On November 25, Bernard McAnulty, the generally recognized leader
of the Newcastle Irish, declared that Hamond had

befr~ended

Catholics for the past forty..;seven years, and thus:

Irish

"To Cowen, if' I had

a hundred votes, I would give them, but well knowing that by voting tor
Hamond I would not inj.u.re Cowen, I intend to vote for Cowen a.nd Hamond."75
On the following day, however, McAnulty, after "deep" consulta.nion with
Parnell, reversed himself and advocated plumping for Coven.76
When the votes were counted, Coven had received 10,489; Morley,
10,129; and Hamond 9,500.

When compared to the secret Liberal pell before

the campaign, the results shoWed that Coven had lost al.most 3,000 votes,
72Justice, November 21, and December 5, 1885.
73chronicle, November 20, 1885.
74The 'fimes, November 24, 1885., Chronicle, November 25, 1885.
75Journal, November 27, 1885.
76chronicle, November 27, 1885.
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)

Morley had gained more than 300, and Hamond had gained 1,500.

Morley

received 7,105 plumpers; Hamond, 4,237; and Cowen, 2,814; there were
306 splits between HIU!lond and Morley, 4,957 splits for Hamond and Cowen,
and only 2,718 splits between Morley and Cowen.
The caucus viewed the results as a great victory.

The Leader

insisted the election proved the weakness of Cowenites since the Irish
could account for two thousand of Coven's plumpers.

Furthermore, said

the Leader, Cowen had been returned primarily by Tory splits and, consequently, could no longer speak for Liberalism.77

Morley, likewise,

insisted that the large number of his plumpers proved Liberals had rejected Cowenite independence.

Like the Leader,

~orley

also believed that

Cowen, "that singular genius, though he had fought for good causes in his
day, was now constrained to hold one of the two seats by Tory aid, and
was finally dislodged from his claim to represent the Liberals of his
city."

Publicly, Morley insisted the results proved

tween Cowen and the Tories.78

~

l)V?l

"conspiracy" be-

Privately, Morley re1oiced at his "splendid"

7,000 plwnpers and insisted, "Cowen is done.

But it has needed careful

steering, and so wil.l the future need it."79
Conservatives generally agreed with the caucus that Cowen had
been re-elected by Tories.

Hamond even denounced those Tories who voted

tor the "Democratic Socialist party. 11 80

The Courant claimed Cowen would

have lost without Tory sp.lits,8l·but the Journal emphasized that in Newcastle there was "no proper dividing line" between Cowenites_and
T7teader, December l, 1885.
78Ibid. Morley, Recollections, I, 200.
79Let'ter, Morley to Chantberlain, December 2, 1885, Chamberlain
Papers, 5/54/661.
80courant, .December

81Ibid.

4, 1885.
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.
8"''Conservatives.

To Cowen, the results were most discouraging.

Almost immediately

after his victory speech, he declared that he would not seek re-election.e3
Coven's subse1uent letters reflected pessimism

concernin~

the results of

manhood suffrage and the ballot and insisted that canvassing was necessary for victory. 84

Concerning his public speeches Cowen felt they were

as useless as if he had addrel.Jsed "the rocks at Tynemouth."

He insisted,

furthermore, that he had entered Parliament as a "public duty," and it had
been apparent that his continued representation would result in "nothing but
wrangling and quarreling" since "more than seven thousand of the Liberals
yoted against me after e.11 the meetings, and they would just do the same
next time."85

.

The election had also been a defeat in one other respect.

All

the successful candidates were either Tories or supporters of the c&ucus.

In response to numerous requests, Cowen refused to participate personally
to help anti-caucus candidates but did offer advice.

Spark, who had

again contested Darlington, insisted he wouJ..d have voted in Parliament

~s

Cowen did, but he· retired before the poll.86

More important, however,

was the decision of Lloyd Jones to contest Chester-le-Street against both
caucus and Tory opponents.
Lloyd Jones bad long been popular among the miners of Northumberland and especially Durham,. where Chester-le Street was located.

Between

82Journal, December l, 1885.
83ifiie Times, December 2, 1885.
84see, for exampl.e, l.etter, Coven to the Wingate lleb&ting Society,

Decabe!' 24, 1885, Cowen Papers, B347.
·
t:S5tetter, Cowen to R. o. i:.mb, J'v.ne l, 1886, Coven Papers, F93.
Letter, Cowen to Thom&JS Gal.away, June 10, 1886, Cowen Papers, F93.
86cbronicle, November ·2, 1885·.
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1874 and 1885 he had been selected &s & speaker at the annual gala in
all but two years.87

The president of the Durham Miners' Association

.frequently praised him, and one of its reports stated, "Perhaps no
other living man ha.s such a comprehensive grasp or labour questions,

as is possessed by Mr. Jones."88

In the spring of 1885, an agreement was arranged between the
Horth and South Durham Registration Association (the cauC:us), and
miners' political groups whereby three seats in Durham VOUl.d.be lert
to labor.

The Chronicle, however, insisted that when

~ones

entered the

ra.ce, he had foiled "a veritable plot" between the caucus and the Durham
Miners' Federation .Board.89
Jones was nominated by the :Blaydon cooperat1Ye society on

January 31, 1885, and announced his candidacy on Febr\l&l7'9•

Almost

from the beginning, Jones emphasized he would not su~t -~-·the choice

of any association a.nd would fight_ to the finish.

Oo~~r.24,

On

Jones

·,,.

oecan· ·is

again arrived in Chester-le-Street a.rid the campaign

eU"aeat.90

~; ..

His followers generally emphasized his connections vita
with but one exception.

At many of his meetings

Co~n

frequently Coven's son would speak in Jones' behalf.

~:and
..·

vaa

·The.

Coven,

~aed,

and

SJ1$:1P1tle also

not only endorsed Jones and gave :ravorabl.e publicity to h!t meetings,
b\lt a.l.so insisted that Joicey was Viole.ting the spirit o_f t11e secret ballot
•,

by sendin5 pledge cards to electors and by having his canTQ·~1.;hin.t that

the ballot was not secret.

Finally, Jones had the

adv~taa. ~

87 DurhA.m Miners' Association, Ann11&l Gala, 1'65.

lleing the

·' · ·

88Durhrun Miners' Association, Monthly Re;port, July--Aupst, 1881.

~9chronicle, April 8, 1_885.
)Oibid., February 2, February 12, March 3, March 13,~~h 26,
March 30,-;:;;;I='il 8, and October 26, 1885.
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only non-incumbent

and non-Tory candidate who was endorsed by Parne11.91

Jones' Liberal opponents naturally rejected his claim to indepen4-

ence.

John Wilson, one of the three labor candidates and a power within

the Federation Board, insisted that the Board offer Jones a safe seat in
Durham.

When Jones declined the offer, Wilson concluded that he had

already pledged himself to contest Chester-le Street as Cowen's nominee.

W. H. Pattison, also of the Durham Miners' Association, insisted that
when the deputation visited Cowen to obtain his support for Joicey,
Cowen replied by suggesting Jones.

Pattison claimed, "It was then and

not until then, that personally, directly or indirectly, I heard Mr.
Jones' name mentioned in connection with the Chester-le Street division."92
The Leader, and its correspondents, also replied to Jonesite and
Cowenite charges.

Both editorialists and correspondents accused Jones

of being chosen by a few Cowenites.

The Leader also tried to refute the

Chronicle's criticism of Joicey's "pledge" card by denying that it was
sent to anyone residing in the Chester-le Street area and by claiming
that it was only what Cowen had done when he first contested Newcastle
in 1873.93
On election day, Chester-le Street electors chose Joicey by 803
votes over Jones and 2,391 over the Tory candidate out of 10,033 valid
ballots.

Thus, the victorious Joicey did not have a majority and was

extremely bitter.

Even before the votes were counted, however, Joicey

had accused Cowen of spending an entire day telegraphing Parnell in behalf
of Jones and of doing more harm in Northern England thaA any ten Conservativei
9lrbid., October 26, November 6, and November 25, .1885.
92wilson, 196. Leader, Bovember 7, 1885.
93Leader, November 7, November 25, and November 26, 1885.
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combined.94
Yet, after the bitter Newcastle battle, the sudden announcement
by Gladstcne concerning his conversion to Home Rule seemed to bring hope
of cooperation between Cowen and the liewcastle caucus.

Cowen, who had

consistently supported Home Rule, announced his support of the Gladstonian Bill, although he disliked many of its provision·s.

In all

probability, Cowen felt, Gladstone would fail to. "accomplish much" on the
matter because "the opposition is too powerf'ul, n

rlevertheless, it meant

that for the first time since 1677, Cowen was part of the Liberal
stream.

main~

While rumor.a.:, that Cowen would accept a. position in the Glad-

stonian Government came to nothing, apparently Cowen and Gladstone
did meet concerning Home Rule, an&, according to the London correspondent of Freeman's Journal, "a complete rapprochement has taken place
between them. 11 95
During the Home Rule controversy, Cowen also P".rticipated in the
British Home Rule Association as a sponsor and vice-chairman.

Although

the Association did publish two of Cowen's speeches on Home Rule, he
insisted from the beginning that he would give only "the most casual a.id"
and would take "no prominent pa.rt in it."96

In fact, the only major

speech Cowen ma.de outside Newcastle was at Birmingham on June 17, and
it was anything but a fiery oration.97
94rbid., November 30, 1885.
95Letrer, Coven to J.M. Oubri.dge, May 26, 1886, Cowen Papers., F93.
Letter, Cowen to H.B. Thompson, February 2, 1886, Coven Papers, F57.
Freeman's Journal as quoted by Courant, April 2, 18~6.
96Leader, Februal7 24, i886. '!lie Times, February 4, February 11,
and April 28, 1886. Letter, Cowen to T. C. Thompson, April 15, 1886,
Coven Pa2ers, F57.
97The speech was reported in The Times, June 18, 1886.
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Nevertheless, the fact that Cowen favored Home Rule was even more
significant when Gladstone suddenly appointed Morley as Irish Secretary,
an appointment which necessitated a bye-election for Morley.

Before the

campaign, Morley met with Cowen and "took Cowen by the throat [figuratively]."

He said, "Here we are-going to do something like what you want.
beaten

a~

If I am

Newcastle, it will not only be a nuisance to me • • • but a

heavy blow to the policy and objectives which you prefer."98

When Cowen asked how he could help, Morley requested cooperation
from the Chronicle, which subsequently praised Morley both in its
editorials and even in the "London Letter."

Furthermore, prominent

Cowenites such as Rutherford and Youll spoke in Morley's behalf at Association meetings.

The signif'icance"of the extent of Cowenite support

may be seen especially in the bitter comments by Hamond, again the unsuccessful Conservative candidate, concerning the ingratitude of Coven's
followers after Conserva.tives had really elected Cowen in 1885.99
Throughout the contest, Morley not only praised Cowen, but even
admitted that Cowen would

h~ve

been a better choice for Irish Secret&rf.

E.'ven Watson complimented the Chronicle for its "generous and manly"
article concerning Morley.loo

Af'ter the easy Morley victory, prominent

Association members, such as Swan, continued to praise Coven's Irish
views, and Cowen was often sent resolutions approving his Irish policy
from various Association group• 'in the Northumberland-Durham area.lOl
98Letter, Morley to R.S. Watson, February 3, 1886, Watson Papers,
RSW 72.

99Ibid. See also Chronicle, February 4 and February 8, 1886.
Leader, February ll, 1886. Courant, February 12, 1886. For Hamond's accusation, see Chronicle, Februat'y 13, 1886.
l001eader, February 9, 1886. The Times, February 9 and February 12,

1886.

101Leader, March 13,
associations see Chronicle

of the resolutions of various

28 1886.
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There was even an attempt to have Coven appear at an April 21
Association meeting advocating Home Rule.
~bout

Cowen did speak to Morley

the possibility on April 15, and on April 17 a formal invitation

promised him a. reserved seat on the plattorm, stressing that "it is
particularly desired that the gathering ehoulct be aa representative as
possible."

Although it wa.s publicly announced by a wire service that

Cowen had accepted the invitation, lor some reason he

~eeicled

against

it.102
There was, naturally, serious talk within theAaa0ciation ot
endorsing Cowen if tnere were another general electi~n in the near
future.

Morley, for example-, asked Cowen to recon$lder his decision to

retire because, as he told Watson; "We are Tery short

ot . Glad.atonian
t~egood."

candidates and if he vill save one seat, that is auch to

Morley also told Watson he had informed Cowen.that he "tel.t sure the
ca9cus {.!.!£_) vould as a whole not be sorry to.see him stand.
not run together."103

ShOuld ve

Furthermore, T. Y. Strachan and Watson -4.e

"indirect overtures" to Coven through Dr. Rutherford asking that he reconsider
his retirement.1o 4 There were numerous correspondents in the Leader who
also emphasized the necessity of union between Cowen and the Association.105
There were, however, serious problems concerning
patch up differences between Coven and the caucus.
of such a reconciliation was the Leader.

During

~

attempt to

The most bitter critic

~v!orley's

bye-election, it

102Letter, Coven to T. C. Thompson, April 15, 1836, Coven Papers,
F57. 'i'he Times, April 16, 1886. Letter, A. K. Durham to Cowen, April 17,
1886, Cowen Papers, B372-4. See Leader. April 16, 1886.
103Letter, Morley to R.S. Watson, June 1, 1886, Watson Papers, RSW i32.
l04Letter, Alexander Stephenson to James Cochran Stephenson, M.P.,
June 13, 1886, J. C. Stephenson Papers, private possession of Hew S. Stephenson, Bolton-on-Swayle, England.
105see, for example, Leader, April 16, and June 10, 1886.
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insisted that Cowenites were plotting with Hamond and that Rutherford
and Youll. should be re-admitted to Orthodox Liberalism only as "prodigals,
but not while they swagger as if they had never been among the husks and
swine."

The paper ridiculed Cowen by referring to him as the "Junior"

member for IIewca·stle a.nd by continually criticizing him.

The Lead.er also

demanded that the Association choose a second candidate and rejected any
possibility of a rapprochement with Cowen.
it asked, "fight for

a

"How can

a

Liberal. Association,"

candidate who flouts its good offices, who ridicules

its power, and who had given the best of his later political life to denouncing its methods?"l06
The Chronicle continued to attack the Newcastle caucus, and the
"London Letter" derided caucus ch~e;e~ that Unionists were "turncoats. 11 107
Coven, also,. in letters to correspondents continued to emphasize the
caucus hostility toward him, but he did not definitely re-affirm his noncandidacy until early June.
The Association, of course, was in the dilem.a of not re&lly being
able to decide definitely on a candidate until Cowen made his final vithdrawal.

The worst thing they could have done would have been to follow

the Leader's advice to name a second candid$te and, therefore, to add
fuel to the frequent charges or ruthlessness laid against them.

Morley,

for example, in the spring of 1886, said, "I did not think very well of
the article in the Leader the other dtq about a second candidate.

We

ought to be ready, but ve shall do well not to seem in a hurry to push
l061eader, February 13, March 8, June 9, and June 10, 1886.
107Chronicle, April. 5, May 14, and May 21, ·l.886.
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out."

By

.June, Morley again emphasized, "It is clear that we can

take no active steps until Cowen has made up his mind. 11 108

Prominent

Liberals, such as Strachan and Watson, discussed the need for a second
candidate, but until mid-June nothing bad been decided.109
There was still. strong sentiment· for Cowen within the Association,

and at an Executive Committ.. meeting on June 10, there Va.a talk of reopening negotiations with Cowen; that attempt failed, reportedly by one
Tote, due to the feeling that Coven's real "objecti'V'e vaa to humiliate
the caucus by forcing them to make advances to him. 0 -11.9

Shortly thereafter, the Association nominated:. Jeaea Craig, a
,;

prominent shipowner, to be

Morley~s

'':·''.

'

ApCdrd.ing to Watson,

running mate.

this was the result of the Chro.nfcle's startling -~~~t ~ S~r
.

William Armstrong, the Unionist candidate.

,· ' . :, .•' <

This Y1f.s.es~ci&µ.y signif'i-

cant since the Chronic.le had previously urged voters

tosu~

Glad-

1

atonian candidates, bu.t now urged voters .to make Armstrong an exception
F\lrthermore, the Chronicle

because of his public service to Newcastle.

in two editorials ridiculed Craig as a nonentity and predicte,4.hia.

defeat. 111

l08Lette~, Morley to R. s. Watson, March io. 1186, Watson Papers,
RSW 76. Letter, Morley- to R. s. Watson, June l, 1886, ,Watson Papers,

RSW 82.

.

.

.

l09see Leader, March 20, 1886; ~hronicle, M&l"ch 23,; 1886.
llOSee Chronicle, June l.lr• 1886: Concerninf?i Cov,ea•a •objective,"
see letter, Alexander S~ephenson to.J:a.iaes Cochran,Steplieaaon, June 13,
1886, Stephenson Papers. Captain Newstead, a COwenite• stated that Cowen
was not nominated by the .Usociation because of Luckle7 1 ~ tie-breaking
vote. See Chronicle, J1al.J 5, lij86. '.
lllChronicle, June 12, June 15, June 17, June,21,.June 22, and
June 23,

1B86.

··

·
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In this election, the Unionists allied with the Tories, who
dumped Hamond (a Home Ruler) for Sir Matthew White Ridley, an experienced
campaigner an•.l Parliamentarian.

Throughout the campaign, the Unionists

and Tories outdid the Liberals in praise of Cowen, who,they claime(4was
consistent in championing Home Rule.

Armstrong a.lso

cl~imed

that Cowen

was Newcastle's best representative, and Ridley was "astonished" that

.

the Association did not express regret at Cowen's retirement.112
Shortly after the Liberal victory, Cowen praised Ridley for his
electoral struggle:
not for Home Rule it is true, but for what is equally important,
English liberty •. I want Ireland to have a Parliament but I don't
want Englishmen to surrender the constituenCjes to the control of
the caucus or the House of Commons to the domination of Mr. Gladstone. You and Sir William Armstrong were really fighting th~
Liberal cause and I sincerely wish you had been successfui.113
Thus, the champion of Ireland felt that caucus victory would rank

amon~

the greatest of evils.

1886.

ll2See Chronicle, June 24 through 26, 1886.
Lea.der, June 25, 1886.

The Times, June 23,

II31etter, Cowen to Sir Matthew White Ridley, July 7, 1886; Ridley
Papers, Northumb~rland County Archives, Newcastle, England, ZR1:97, no. 14.

CONCWSION
In his retirement, Cowen rejected Parliamentary offers from Conservatives, Labourites, and Unionists.

His refusals were based largely

on his feeling that party lite was "slavery" and tllat hia time at Westminster was wasted.

Before he died in 1900, he became aa •vid Jingoist,

and--aJ.though he was still friendly to Irish national.ists-he was a·
leading opponent of Gladstone; he had, however,

acc~lisbed

nothing or

great importance in his retirement.
In assessing Cowen's significance, one must discount his self'evt.luation of failure.

Most Irish

.

nat~onalists.

felt

he was

one or their

most valuable allies in Parliament and in the English press; thus, Cowen
might have acted as a safety valve against extremist nationalist charges
that all Englishmen were scoundrels.

It must also be remembered that

while there is no major piece of legislation named after Cowen, this is
understandable since Cowen
mnt.

was

almost always in opposition to the Govern-

Yet, not even Coven's most bitter enemies ever charged him with

any indifference toward his Parliamentary duties.

In fact, it was Coven's

steady attendance, his willingness to ask embarrassing questions or
Cabinet officials, and his oratorical talent that made him so dangerous
to his rivals.
Coven's caucus opponents were correct in criticizing his devious
methods in politics, but they were certainly no _more pure.

211
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advocates were also correct in their insistence tnat Cowen had become
conservative.

Yet, although Cowen did modif'y his beliefs somewhat,

English public opinion had moved so far left that

the mid-1880s

by

Cowen was left standing in the light or conservatism.
What is most important &bout Coven's Parliamenta.r:r career was
his last stand against the caucus power structure.

While he regarded

the outcome of this struggle as a defeat, much of what he warned against
did happen.

In 1892. liamond, the perennial candidate, topped the polls,

forcing Craig out.

In 1895, when the Tories ran two candidates, John

Morley lost his seat, and the Newcastle Liberals never again completely
regained their lost power.
'l'he caucus, furthermore, though well organized, had no widespread
support among the masses, who eventually became most receptive to
class candidates and willing to abandon the Liberal party.

workin~

Finally,

Parliament eventually degenerated into what Cowen feared most:

a dele-

gation in which an M.P. who dared to resist the Party whip on an "important"
issue was committing political suicide.

In fact, Cowen was the last

prominent "independent" Liberal M.P. who resisted the efforts of the
party organization to dominate him politically •

.
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